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SUBMITTED TO THE | 
JUDGEMENT OF THE PUBLIC: 
. 
FC 
n e A COMPARATIVE VIEW OF 
BISHOP GIBSON's LETTERS 
ON THE SUBJECT. 
« I believe there is yet a ſpirit of reſiſtance in this Country which 


will not ſubmit to be oppreſſed ; but I am ſure there is a fund of 
good ſenſe in this Country which cannot be deceived. ” 
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H E unhappy diſſenſions, prevailing in the 
| R---n C------ c Congregation of Liverpool, 


have long been the Topic of converſation 
among perſons of every religious deſcription ; and 


yet the merits of the Conteſt are known to very few. 


Miſrepreſentation and falſhood have ſo disfigured the 
plaineſt fats, that truth and innocence have often 
been exhibited under the ſtrongeſt appearances of 
guilt ; and party-rage, diſguiſed with the maſk of 
religious zeal, has ſo ſucceſsfully diffuſed its baneful 
influence, that perſons, who in every other depart- 
ment of life have hitherto mamtained the moſt un- 
blemiſhed reputation, are now expoſed to the Public 
as objects of infamy and contempt. To vindicate 
injured innocence is the right, it is the duty, of every 
man who looks on innocence as virtue, and to expoſe 
the oppreſſive artifices of injuſtice is a neceſſary part 
of that right and duty.,—Here is in two words the 
whole deſign of the following ſheets. They are in- 
en ed to ailert the rights of injured innocence againſt 
ions of injuſtice. 
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They contain an accurate, fair, and candid ac- 


count of the Riſe and Progreſs of the Conteſt, diveſted 
of the moſt diſtant intention of miſleading the Reader 
by circumvention or deceit. Not a fa is advanced 
unſupported with proofs: dubious facts and intenti- 
ons, however apparently criminal, however favour— 
able to the deſign of the Publiſhers, are indiſcrimi- 
nately excluded, for no other reaſon, but becauſe 
they are dubious. Authentic inſtruments and Letters 
are often appealed to in ſupport of facts, almoſt in- 
credible : and to relieve the moſt ſcrupulous or incre- 
dalous from every ſuſpicion of fiftion or deceit, free 
acceſs 1s granted to the originals themſelves, as has 
been repeatedly advertiſed in former publications, 


| Perhaps, the reſpective poſſeſſors of theſe written 
inſtruments will be condemned by ſome for betraying 
the faith of private correſpondence, and the Pub- 
liſhers for expoſing them to public view : but the 
following circumſtance will ſufficiently juſtify their 
conduct in this reſpect. It is well known, that per- 
ſons in the oppoſite intereſt have not only denied or 
refuſed to acknowledge the exiſtence of ſuch inſtru- 
ments, but, in order to deprive them of every appear- 
ance of authenticity and credit, have taken inde- 
fatigable pains to propogate from houſe to houſe, far 
and near, in Town and Country, without diſtinction 
of rank, religion, or ſex, in print as well as manu- 


ſcript, certain papers and inſtruments ſaid to have 


been received from the ſame perſons, whoſe letters 
are produced in the ſeries of this Appeal. Now, as 


by theſe ungenerous means they have attempted the 
juſtification 
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juſtiſication of ſome of their moſt unwarrantable pro- 
ceedings, and have expoſed to bitter cenſures the 
conduct of their opponents, it has been judged i in- 
diſpenſably neceſſary to publiſh every material paper 
relative to the preſent difference, as the only effec- 
tual check to the progreſs of ſeduction. go 


The publication of the Rev. Mr. Harris's correſ- 
pondence with the very Rev. Mr. Gibſon, the Rev. 
Mr. Emmott, &c. which conſtitutes a principal part 
of the following Narrative, deſerves a degree of 
compaſiionate attention. If ever that, or indeed, if 
ever any other letters from the above Gentlemen, are 
publiſhed by any perſon whatever without their ex- 
preſs conſent, he is threatened with a final diſmiſſion 
from this diſtrict, and a diſability for any other: 
and yet it is no more in his power to prevent the 
Publication, than it is our inclination and duty to 
ſuppreſs it. Thanks to the Rev. Mr. Williams for 
it: this Gentleman having made a conſtant practice 


of ſhewing to all his friends, Proteſtants, as well as 


Catholicks, every letter that came to him from the 
very Rev. Mr. Gibſon, and in conſequence of their 
contents, the conduct of Mr. Harris and his friends 
being daily expoſed to public cenſure and reproach, 
it was thought neceſſary by thoſe who had been ap- 
pointed to protect the rights of the Congregation at 
large, to inſiſt on Mr. Harris producing on his part 
the whole of his correſpondence on the ſubject, leaſt 
they might be deceived in oppoſing the juſtice of 
Mr. Williams's claims, as reported by his friends. 
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Mr. Harris immediately complied with their demand. 
His character was at ſtake: it was his duty to pre- 
ſerve it; and to entruſt them with that correſpon- 
dence was the only means to effect it. | 


Many, no doubt, unable to diſcriminate between 
civiland religious authority, between religious and ci- 
vil rights, will view this Publication as an encroach- 
ment on Eccleſiaſtical prerogative, as a raſh attempt 
to ſubvert that neceſſary ſubordination, which ought 
ever to ſubſiſt between the Laity and their Eccleſt- 
aſtical ſuperiors in matters of Religious cognizance. 


No wonder ; when the very Title of an Appeal 
ro the Public has been proclaimed from the Altar 
an irreligious encroachment upon the rights 
of the Sanctuary, a moſt prepoſterous attempt to 
*«« exalt the ſheep above their Paſtors; a ſacrilegious 
*« effort to invert the order eſtabliſhed by our Bleſſed 
** Redeemer, and diſturb the ſyſtem of infinite wiſ- 
„ dom!“ (*) Theſe charges are heavy indeed! but 
the ſuppoſition, on which they are founded, is no 
better than a mere proundleſs ſuſpicion, which the 
Appeal itſelf will ſufficiently contradict. It is aſſerted, 
and aſſerted without proof, that the Appeal is intended 


to make the Public determine the validity and juſtice of 


eccleſiaſtical cenſuret. The Publiſhers, who are better 
acquainted with the nature of their production, deny 
the charge; and a few weekly publications will con- 
vince the world, that nothing was ever ſo diſtant from 

3 their 


(*). See the Biſhop's Mandate of the 15th of October, 1783, 
as publiſhed by Mr. Archibald M*Donald, 
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their thoughts. This being the ſtate of the caſe, 
how are ſo many criminal imputations to be proved? 

Have not the very perſons, who ſpake this tremen- 
duous language, taken a ſolemn oath, by which they 
have denied all civil or temporal juriſdiction directiy or 
indire&ly of the Pope in theſe Realms? Is there then 
any irreligious encroachment, any prepoſterous attempt, 
any /acrilegious effort, in oppoſing, in conformity to 
the binding nature of that oath, any attempts of his 
Delegates to eſtabliſh that civi/ or temporal juriſcliction 
in any part of theſe Realms, which they have ſo ſo- 
lemnly denied in Him? It is readily granted, that 
ſubmiſſion to eccleſiaſtical authority within the boun- 
daries of Hiritual power, is the duty of every Catho- 
lic: it is what we have always ſhewn, and are willing 
to ſhew to the world upon every occaſion ; but it is 
not leſs the duty of a Catholic, who knows his creed, 
never to ſubmit to any encroachment of his Paſtars 
ſwerving fiom the ſacred boundaries of their ſpiritual 
juriſdiction. As there is a partition-wall betwixt civil 
and religious rights, our narrative in the following 
Appeal will be circumſcribed by the former, and 
nothing will be attempted beyond that, 


The firſt Section is intirely confined to the die os 
of a private difference between our late Incumbents, 
It could not be avoided, ſeeing the preſent diſſenſions 
took their riſe from that private difference. It may, 
perhaps, appear unintereſting to ſome; but we con- 
ſider it as a neceſſary introduction to the whole, or 
even as a guide, that will lead the Reader, as it were 
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by the hand through every ſtage of the following in- 
tricate Labyrinth of dark tranſactions. Another ma- 
terial reaſon for inſerting the ſubject of the firſt Sec- 
tion in our Appeal, is, that the whole is almoſt literally 
taken from the firſt part of that written juſtification, 
of himſelf, which Mr. Harris ſent to the very Rev, 
Mr. Gibſon, and which that Gentleman did not even 
vouchſafe to read, but returned it unopened, as will 
be ſtated in its proper place. 


Enough, it is preſumed, has been ſaid by way of 
introduction to the following publication: it is now 
left to the judgement of the impartial Public to de- 
termine, how far innocence has been injured and op- 
preſſed, and how far injuſtice and oppreſſion have 
prevailed in the preſent Conteſt, 
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Containing an account of the Riſe and Progreſs of the 
Difference till the 13th Day of December 1782, when 
a final Agreement took place. 


SE C:T-T 0 N- 


THE ORIGINAL REGULATIONS OF THE TWO IN- 


CUMBENTS, AND THE POOR-MONEY, 


S theſe Regulations are known to very few, 
and the Rev. Mr. Williams has conſtantly 
appealed to them during the proceſs of the 
Difference as the chief ſupport of his innocence and 
pre-eminence; we ſhall here, for the information of 
the Public, tranſcribe them word for word, juſt as 
they were framed by the Rev. Mr. Manſel (the laſt 
Superior of the Jeſuits in this Diſtrit) long before 
the Rev. Mr. Harris was appointed to ſerve the 
Congregation of Liverpool, 

. Ag I, REGULATION» 
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I. REGULATION. The perquiſites ſhall he di- 
vided between the two Incumbents, and each ſhall 
keep a book to mark down what he receives and what 
he has ſpent, which ſhall he ſhewn to the Superior at 
his viſit (*), or when it is demanded, 


IT. REcuLaTion. The Bench-money is for 
keeping the Houſe with neceſſaries, and defraying all 
ocher expences about the Houſe, If there be any 
defict-ncy, they muſt make it up out of their per- 
quiſites ; if any overplus, it muſt be divided between 
them. 


III. RęeCGCULATION. Their Diet ſhall be regulat- 
ed, and invitations made, by mutual conſent. 


IV. RECVULATION. Each ſhall have his week by 
turns at home to perform any buſineſs there, as bap- 
tizing children, &c. and to be ready to atiend the 
fick, if called on; and not to be abſent without ac- 
quainting ſome body in the houſe where he may be 
found. As many will chuſe their own director, it 
would be very proper each ſhould a&quaint his compa- 
mon where he may be found in caſe of necclility, 


Theſe, and no others, were the Original Regulati. 
ons of the joint concern of the two Incumbents in 
Liverpool, when Mr. Harris came to ſerve the place 
in conjunction with Mr. Williams. Whatever other 
regulations Mr. Williams may appeal to in ſupport 
of his pretended pre-eminence, will be found, upon 


examination, to have been framed by the Rev. Mr. 


Molyneux 


(5) This latter part alludes to a particular practice of the Je- 
ſuits, while ſubject to ſuperiors of theF>own 3 an evident proof 
that the regulstions were made before their diflolution, and con- 
ſcquently before Mr. Harris's appointment to ſerve the place, 
which happened lor g after the ſuppreſſion of that ody. 
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Molyneux four years, at leaſt, after Mr. Harris ſettled 
in this Town, and long after the Conteſt began : and 
as they were made without the conſent of Mr. Harris, 
and by a Perſon who had no authority to alter the 
ſyſtem of their joint concern, ſo. they could have no 
manner of force in ſupport of Mr. Williams's pre- 
tentions. | 

From the tenor of the foregoing Regulations it fol- 
lows by a neceſlary conſequence, 1ſt, that each In- 
cumbent had an equal right to the emoluments ariſing 
from the place; and that no ſeniority of reſidence 
could entitle either to a greater ſhare than the other ; 
ſince it was not by virtue of that ſeniority, but by vir- 
tue of their labour only, or their readineſs to perform 
it, that both Incumbents were entitled to their reward. 
It follows zdly. that, as in all agreements, or joint- 


concerns, both parties are equally bound to perform 


their part, the reality of the above agreement once 


ſuppoſed, both Meſſrs. Williams and Harris were 
equally bound to make no innovations whatever con- 
trary to the ſame. Whoever, therefore, can be prov- 
ed to have been the firſt innovator, the ſame muſt 
of conſequence, be conſidered as the Aggreſſor in the 
preſent Conteſt, and reſponſible before God and man 
for all the evil conſequences which have enſued 
from it. | t 


This being preſuppoſed, we ſhall now ſelect a few 
facts out of many, ſufficient, we apprehend, for any 
unprejudiced perſon to form a rational judgement of 
this ſo much miſrepreſented Conteſt. 

The firſt article of agreement, concerning the 
equal diviſion of perquiſites, or ſurplice-fees, we 
are willing to believe has been religiouſly adhered to 
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by both of the Incumbents: Mr. Harris is ready to 
anſwer for himſelf, if neceſſary, upon oath. 


The ſecond article, providing, that te Bench- 
money is for keeping the Houſe with neceſſaries, &c. 
has been manifeſtly treſpaſſed by Mr. Williams with- 
out the leaſt provocation from Mr. Harris. Mr. 
Williams, to Mr. Harris's ocular knowledge, that of 
the ſervants of the houſe, and other ſtrangers, whoſe 
names can be mentioned, having very liberally aſſiſted 
out of the common ſtock, without the conſent of 
Mr. Harris, without ever conſulting him, a certain 
favourite Family and their ſervants. To this miſ- 
application of the common income, it may be attri- 
buted in part, that, notwithſtanding the additional 
yearly income, ariſing from the Benches in the Gal- 
lery, built before Mr. Harris's time, Mr. Williams, 
who had the management of the Houſe for years 
together, could never diſcharge the debt, which, as 
reported by Mr. Williams, the Houſe had contracted 
on that account. The annual income of the Incum- 
bents, by an Original Agreement, now extant, be- 
tween the firſt Truſtees and the then Saperior of the 
Incumbents, the Rev. Mr. Manſel, was Gol. a year, 
excluſive of perquiſites: for years paſt, previous to 
the building of the Gallery, the fame amounted to 
8ol. or thereabouts; during which two periods, the 
Houſe, that is the joint-concern, was never in debt, 
for aught we can find to the contrary : ever ſince the 
Gallery was erected by the voluntary contributions 
of the people, the annual income of the two Incum- 
bents muſt have amounted to 130!. and upwards (by 
Mr. Williams's own declaration in writing he re- 
ceived 1401. 3s. the firſt year he undertook the ma- 
nagement of the Houſe), beſides a confiderable 
number 
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number of valuable yearly preſents made to the 
Houſe, excluſive of pecuniary perquifites ; which laſt, 
upon an average, have amounted for years paſt to Gol. 
a year: and yet, notwithſtanding this material a3- 
dition of income, we have very lately found the 
Houſe, under the ſole direction of Mr. Williams, 
encumbered, to the prejudice of his fellow-labuurer, 
with a conſiderable debt. | 

Neither can it be alledged in favour of Mr. Wil- 
liams, that he has laid out a conſiderable part of tht; 
income in keeping the Houſe with neceſſarics, and de- 
fraying all other expences about the Houſe and Chapel, 
as the ſecond article directs; both Chapel and Houle, 
having, till very lately, been in a moſt ruinous and 
and ſhameful plight. The Houſe, indeed, has, ſince 
Mr. Harris's ſeparation (which {hall be mentioned in 
in its proper place) been very conſiderably, nay ex- 
travagantly, altered. by Mr. Williams: with waat 
view is beſt known to himſelf; but the Chapel has 
always remained in the ſame ſhamefal repair. What- 
ever improvements have been made in it fince Mr. 
Nelſon's time to the time of Mr. William's depar- 


ture, were all owing to Mr. Harris, who advanced 
. the money out of his private purſe. 


This being a matter of fact, we leave to the judge- 
ment of the impartial Publie to conclude, whether 
ſuch unaccountable miſmanagement as this were not 
? to be inquired into, and whether it could be juſtifi- 
able in Mr. Harris to ſuffer ſuch Manager to go cn 
uncontrolled, only becauſe he happened to be the 
youngeſt Incumbent in the place.—And who is now 

the Aggrefor thus far? we beg leave to aſk. 


But further ſtill : F there be any deficiency, (conti- 
nues the ſecond article), hey (the two Incumbents) 


muſt 
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muſt make it up out of their perquiſites; if any over- 
plus, it muſt be divided between them. This clauſe, 
we are ſure, confirms the juſtice of Mr. Harris's 
claims beyond the power of cavil or reply. For it 
follows in the firſt place, that, ſince Mr. Harris was 
never called upon to make up any deficiency, there 
was no deficiency to be made up: was then the 
Bench- money ſo exactly ſufficient to anſwer the pur- 
poles cf houſe-keeping, &c. as never to exceed the 
annual expence? or if there ever was a ſurplus, why 
was not that ſurplus equally divided? By Mr. Wil- 
liams's firſt year's Account (ſuch as they are) there 
appears to have been an overpius of ſome pounds, 
notwithſtanding the extravagant expences of that 
year; which he never offered to divide with Mr. 
Harris, contrary to article. It follows ſecondly ; 
that, if Mr. Harris had a right to one half of the 
overplus, as owned by Mr. Williams, he muſt, of 
conſequnece, have had a right to one half of the 
whole, that being only an appendage of this; for we 
do nor ice, how tne one can be ſeparated from the 
other. In fine, it follows from the ſame clauſe, that, 
as it was impoſſible for Mr, Harris to know, what 
Bench-monies were received, how much was expend- 
ed, and in what manner, what overplus he had to 
receive, or What deficiences to make up out of his 
perquiſites, without examining Mr. Williams's ac- 
counts; Mr. Williams was virtually and implicitly 
bound by agreement to ſhew him the ſame at the end 
of every year; Which he not only never did, but con- 
ſtantly refuſed to do.—Which of them then was the 


Aegrefor thus far? 8 


T heir Diet (ſays the 3d. Article) all be regulated, 
and invitaticns mide by mutual conſent. This article, 


beſides 
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beſides confirming a-new Mr. Harris's equal right 
to the whole, as it puts them both upon an equal 
Footing in the diſburſement of the expences of the 
Houſe, muſt be done by mutual conſent, and not 
otherwiſe, malt remind Mr. Williams of his conſtant 
breach of agreement in this reſpect ; not only on ac- 
count of the very frequent and profuſe entertainmenss 
given to the Brethren and others out of the common 
ſtock, whilſt yet encumbered with a conſiderable 
debt, but becauſe both diet and invitations of every 
kind were always entirely and iolcly regulated by him; 
for Mr. Harris does not remember, that Mr. Wiilt- 
ams ever aſked his conſent, or conſulted his inclina— 
tion in either reſpect: no, not io much as once. Ou 
the contrary, Mr. Harris declares, that Mr. Williams 
did even forbid the Servant to conſult him about the 
diet, and invited company, not only without his con- 
ſent, but in dire& oppeſition to it. Can any one after 
this have the aſſurance to advance, that Mr. Harris 
has been the Aggreſſor in the preſent Conteſt ? 


The fourth Article of Agreement, relative to the 
weekly attendance in the Hoafe for the purpoſes of 
miniſterial functions, we are well informed, was never 
ſtrictly adhered to by either Incumbent : we ſay net 
ſtrictly ; becauſe it was equivalently complied with, 
both Meſſrs. Williams and Harris having made a con- 
ſtant practice, during the three firſt years of their 
Jolnt-concern, or thereabouts, of leaving to the other 
who remained in Town, a liſt of ſuch reſpeQive fick 
perſons as might need aſſiſtance in his abſence. Who 
was the firſt that broke through this rule, we cannot 
poſitively aſſert; but as a proof that Mr. Harris was 
not the firſt tranſgreſſor, he is ready to prove, that 
about five years ago going out of Town for a day or 

\ two, 
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two, he left a lift of his patients in Mr. William's 
parlour in a conſpicuous place he being not in the 
the way; and he found at his return, that Mr. Wile 
liams had never viſited one of them. Beſides, we 
are very ſure, that Mr. Harris had very little occa- 
ſion, if any, during the laſt four years of his joint- 
concern, to charge Mr. Williams with the care of his 
patients; for till about ſome time before the award 
was made in Preſton, as well as fince, he does not re- 
collect to have flept out of Town, during the above- 
mentioned period, above a night or two at a time, 
and this not above four or five different times in all: 
whereas Mr. Williams uſed to indulge himſelf in 
this 'reſpe& oftner and for a longer time, than the 
nature of the place, one would think, would permit ; 
weekly and monthly jaunts for three and four days 
together being very frequent with him, leaving all his 
patients to the care of Mr. Harris, without ever ac- 
quainting him how far he had done to them, or where 
they might be found in caſe of need. 


This candid narrative of the original articles of 
their Agreement, grounded on inconteſtable facts, 
will, we fatter ourſelves, ſufficiently enable the Pub- 
lic to judge who has been the real Azggreſor in the 
preſent unhappy Broils. It will alſo convince the 
Public, thit what Mr. Williams has repeatedly de- 
clared, both in writing and by word of mouth, viz. 
that by the Rudes of the Houſe and Mr. Harris's own 
agreement, when he firſt ſettled in this Town, My. Harris 
<vas only entitled to a certain penſion to pay his lodging 
and board, is utterly falfe, and an invention of his 
OWN. | 


A-kin to this unaccountable behaviour has been 
Mr. William?'s conduct in the management of monies ' 
collected, 


oo” 
r 


— 5; 
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collected, or given, for the relief of the Poor. Theſe 
he has conſtantly claimed an abſolute, ſole, and ex- 
cluſive title to: but we could never reconcile his pre- 
tended title with any degree of charity, propriety, or 
juſtice. Our late worthy Prelate being informed of 
it, highly diſapproved his conduct: but his Lord ſhip's 
written declaration to the Rev. Mr. Molyneux, then 
his Vicar, condemning Mr. Williams's proceeding, 
made no viſible alteration in his ſyſtem. He alone 
would have the diſpoſing of ſuch monies, whatever be- 
came of the ſick poor committed to the care of Mr, 


Harris, who was reduced to the necefity of relieving 


them out of his private perquiſites, as it appears from 
his accounts, 


It is true, Mr, Williams has reported, that, if Mr. 
Farris wanted money to relieve the poor, it was 
entirely his own fault; as the money was always de- 
poſited in a common box, of which Mr. Harris had a 
key as well as himſelf. But we have found upon 
enquiry, that the truth of this plauſible charge is a 
mere jeſuitical legerdemain. It is granted, that, 
after the late Biſhop expreſſed his diſapprobation of 
Mr. Williams's conduct in keeping all the poor- 
money 1n his poſſeſſion, and not before, the money 
collected at the Chapel-door was kept in a common 
box or drawer in Mr. Williams's lodging-room : it is 
granted alſo, that Mr. Harris had a key of the box 
as well as Mr. Williams: and yet it is denied that 
Mr. Harris had any acceſs to the box itſelf. Here 
lies the myſtery! which is thus unravelled. Mr. 
Williams, in a very little time after the money was 
thus depoſited, very vi/ely put a new lock and key to 
his room-door, which before had always been open to 
every body, and ſo precluded the only paſſage to the 
Box. We are ſorry to be under the neceſlity of ex- 

| poling 
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poſing ſuch mean tricks and ſubterfuges to the eyes 
of the world. It was however by ſuch means, that 
Mr. Williams acquired among the needy part of the 
Congregation the character of à moſt charitable good 
mam e a kind of popularity, which he has very aſſidu- 
ouſly courted for years paſt, and has been of no ſmall 
ſerrice to him in the preſent conteſt. 


But we can ſee no reaſon, no more than the Arbi- 
trators could at Preſton, why the money ſhould be de- 
Poſited in Mr. Williams's room. Does not the very 
intention of the donors viſibly require, that the money, 
when collected at the Chapel-door, or otherwiſe given 
by benefaftors, ſhould be equally divided between the 
two Incumbents, that it may be diſtributed according 
to the exigencies of their reſpective poor, mutually 
helping one another, in caſe of a greater number of 
objects belonging to one Incumbent than the other? 
Or has Mr. Williams the vanity to think, that he 
was the only truſty ſteward for the poor? if ſo, we 
can aſſure him and the Public from the teſtimony of 
our own eyes, that Mr. Harris has been ſo nincely 
careful in this point (though in fact no more than he 
ought) that he can now produce, what he very lately 
produced before the two laſt Arbitrators, a very regu- 
lar daily account from his firſt coming to Town until 
the day he left the Chapel, wherein the poor perſons 
names, the ſums given to each, the year of the Lord, 
and the day of the month, are particularly ſpecified : 
which is more we apprehend, than Mr. Williams will 
ever be able or willing to da, " 


SECTION 


1 
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SECTION. U. 


THE LATE BISHOP'S SENTIMENTS AND CORRESPON- 
DENCE, WITH A FEW REMARKABLE TRANSACTI- 
ONS IN THE PROGRESS OF THE DIFFERENCES, 


ROM the complexion of matters, as above ſtated, 

it is natural to conclude, that the diſagreement 
between the two Incumbents could not continue long 
concealed from the knowledge of the Public. Here, 
however, we muſt declare, in juſtice to Mr. Harris, 
that, notwithſtanding the indefatigable pains, that 
Mr. Williams took in firſt divulging the difference 
far and near, in Town and Country, and repreſent- 
Ing it in ſuch a light, as made Mr, Harris appear 
the Aggreſſor, and the only guilty perſon ; Mr. Harris 
on the contrary, kept a profound filence for above a 
year, and was never heard to vindicate his character 
from the daily aſperſions caſt upon it. However 
commendable his views might be, the event has plain- 


Ty ſhewn, that his religious ſilence has been of incom- 


patable ſervice to Mr. Williams, and of no {mall de 
triment to himſelf. 

The firſt public ſtep we know of, that Mr. Harris 
took to quell the fire of domeſtic diſſenſions, wis a 
perſonal application to our late valuable Prelate, then 
at York, He even undertook this journey without 
the knowledge of his friends, This application proved 
unſucceſsful : for no ſooner Mr. Harris declare: to 
his Lordſhip the motive of his journey, earneRiy te- 
queſting of him, that he would put an eſfectual ftop 
to the breach already made, as he was very -willioz 
to ſubmit the final deciſion of the difference to his 

ſole 
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ſole determination; his Lordſhip immediately anſwer- 
ed him in a peremptory manner, that, as the ſubje# 
in debate was merely temporal, he neither wonld nor 
rould in any manner interfere, eſpecially as he had been 
- poffitively forbidden from above to interfere in the tem- 
forals of the late Jeſuits; and concluded ſaying, that in 
bis opinion, the appointing of Truſtees for the temporal 
management of the Chapel, would be the moſt eligible 
tlan to reſtere and perpetuate peace. This final anſwer 
haſtened Mr. Harris's return to Liverpool, which 
was ſoon followed by Mr. Williams's perſonal appli- 
cation to his Lordſhip in his own behalf: with what 
ſucceſs will appear from the ſequel. 


At this time the domeſtic differences becoming 
daily more public, Mr. Harris, in order to ſtop their 
progreſs entered into a temporary agreement with Mr. 
Williams, only for one year; in hopes, that the 
advantageous conceſſions made to Mr. Williams 
would convince him of his readineſs to live in friend- 
ſhip. But Mr. Williams did not only break two of 
the principal articles of this a, ement in leſs than 
two weeks after it had been ſigned, but compelled 
Mr.. Harris to ſhelter his reputation under the roof 
of a friend, at whoſe houſe he was obliged to ſleep. 
This treatment and want of faith, attended with 
daily infults and broils, induced Mr. Harris to ac- 
quaint Mr, Williams with the deſign he had formed 
of going to a ſeparate houſe: a propoſal, which at 
that time he ſeemed to approve very much; and ſoon 
after the next houſe becoming vacant (the ſame, 
which was originally the Prieſt's houſe, and equally 
well adapted to the purpoſes of their joint-concern) 
Ir. Harris went into it. Mr, Harris's removal, 
though ſo pleaſing to Mr, V. Uliams, when firſt pro- 

poſed, 
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poſed, ſo irritated him, that though afterwar:s poſi- 
tively authoriſed by the Arbitrators at Preſton, he 
never could be reconciled to it. The paration, 
ſaid Mr. Williams in a letter to the Arbitrators di- 


+ refed to the Rev. Mr. Sewall, ought 79 be a fair one, 


/o as to be out af hearing and out of faght. A very 
Chriſtian ſeparation indeed! To be obliged to act 
in conjunction, as ſerving both the ſame place; and 
yet to be ſo fairly ſepardted at the ſame time, as ne- 
ver to ſee, or hear from, one another. It was from 
this ſeparation alſo, that Mr. Williams concluded, 
that Mr. Harris had no right to the emoluments of 
the Chapel; as if the emoluments were due either to 
Mr. Williams or Mr. Harris for living in ſuch a par- 
ticular houſe, and not ſolely for officiating in ſuch'a 
Place. How far Mr. Harris partook of theſe emolu- 
ments, even previous to his ſeparation, has been fuily 


declared in the foregoing Section. 


The diſturbances becoming now very ſerious, and 
the Congregation fairly rent in twain, a Catholic 
Gentleman of diſtinguiſhed charaQer in the County, 


deſirous of reſtoring peace to the people, wrote to 


the late Biſhop on the ſubject, and received the 
following anſwer, - N 


© Dear Sir, wrt 
„ I muſt anſwer your kind favour in as few words 


as I can; becauſe a troubleſome indiſpoſition on 
my breaſt renders me unfit for writing. The diſ- 


,** agreements between the two Incumbents relates to 
their temporal concerns, the diviſion of their in- 


come, the magagement of the Houſe, &c. there. 


% 


fore I cannot interfere.—Let the matter be refered 
to the arbitration of any Gentlemen, Clergy, or 
Laity, who will be ſo charitable as to take the 


«© trouble 
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© trouble upon themſelves. —-What you mention of 
© the bench-money aſtoniſhes me. Has Mr. Harris 
never received any part of it? How has he lived? 
© — Theſe are proper matters for the Arbitrators to 
« ſettle, viz. the government of the Houſe, the 
«« divihon of the bench-mongy and poor's money, and 
e the method of paying it. If you can contribute 
e towards the peace of theie two combatants, it will 
be a great deed of charity, and very acceptable to, 


«« Dear Sir, 
«© Your moſt obedient humble Servant, 
c WILLIAM WALTON.” 


« York, 31ſt July, 1779.“ 


i 1 


After many fruitleſs attempts to ſettle the differ- 
ence, owing chiefly to Mr. Williams's obſtinacy in 
not ſubmitting the determination of matters to the 
arbitratement of ſecular perſons, grounded on a fa- 
vourite opinion of his, contrary to that of his Biſhop, 
that the diſpute about meum et tuum was of a ſpiritual 
nature, and that none but Eccleſiaſtics, and thoſe of 
the late Society, were proper judges of right and 
wrong ; the final determination of the Difference was 
at laſt, by mutual conſent of the parties, referred to 
Henry Blundeli of Ince, and Thomas Clifton of 
Lytham, Eſquires. In conſequence of this agreement 
Mr. Williams went to Ince to ratify his acquieſcence 
in the meaſure, and acquainted the Biſhop with his 
readineſs to ſubmit. Peace now ſeemed very nearly 
concluded; but in fact Mr. Williams, by his ſucceed- 
ing conduct, plainly ſhewed he had no inclination 
for peace. In effect, a few days after his return from 
Ince, he wrote a loug and tedious letter to Mr. Blun- 
dell, in which, by. the advice of prudent friends (for 
ſo he exprelies himſelf) he not only made a ſolemn 

| recantation 
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r2cantation of his word and promiſe, but inveighed 
againſt Mr. Harris in a ſtyle full of virulence and 
reproach ; and very ſoon after, by the afſitance of bis 
prudent friends, he began to circulate ſome papers in the 
Town, thereby to ſecure to himſelf all the pecuniary 
emoluments of the place. 

The Biſhop, being informed of Mr. Williams's 
infidelity to his promiſe, wrote to the above Gentle- 
man in the following words. 

Pear Sir. 
«© I had great hopes, that the diſpute between 
«« Meſſrs. Williams and Harris would have been adjuſt- 
«ed to ſatisfaftion by your good offices, joined with 
* thoſe of Mr. Clifton. But Jam now mortifed not a 
: „ little, to find by your laſt favour, that things had 


1 taken a different turn. It ſurpriſes me, that Mr. 
2 Williams ſhould impede the progreſs of the arbitra- 
8 *c tion, after he had declared to me, by letter, his ac- 
s * quieſcence in the meaſure. If they will not agree 
1 about their money and their ſervants and their 
f * houſe-keeping, I cannot be of ſervice to them; 
d « for I meddle not in their temporals. Mr. Moly- 
8 *« neux, I thought, was the proper perſon to interfere, 
0 aas he had been choſen by them for the management 
of of their common temporal concerns; and it was my 
at opinion, that the Chapel in Liverpool is the common 
de „ property of the members in Lancaſhire, and there- 
1s fore ſubje& to Mr. Molyneux's inſpection and care, 
ly in as much as the common property, which is by 
d- r © themſelves committed to his care, may be damaged 
on by this diſagreement between the incumbents (“). 
m | Rather 
n- . 

or | (*) The Rev. Mr. Molyneux had only been appointed by the 
nn > Members of the Lancaſhire - Diſtrict their Agent or Steward for the 


on - management 
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| „Rather than go on wrangling at this rate, and 
18 „e ſplitting the Congregation into parties, may it 
got be adviſeable, if nothing better occurs, to fall 
into the method adopted in ſome other Chapels, 
« where a certain number of Truſtees are choſen from 
© among the Congregation, who manage all the con- 
t cerns of the Chapel, collect the bench-money, pay 
ce the Incumbents, &c. &. Whatever I propoſe on 
this ſubje&, I beg, Sir, you will underſtand it not 
ce to be as a deciſion, or direction, but only a friendly 
«© hint, for the reſtoration of peace; for 7 ab/olutely 
ec diſclaim all interference in their temporalities, With 
5 ſincere regard I remain * 
„% Dear Sir, 

«« Your moſt obedient humble Servant, 

„ William WALTox.“ 


*« York, 21ſt Auguſt, 1779.“ 


* 


In conſequence "of this letter a meeting was con- 


vened at the Fleece in Dale-ſtreet, on the 15th 
of 


management of ſuch incomes as aroſe from ſettled fands, and are 
their property in common. He never had the management of 
fuch incomes as ariſe from benches in their chapels, as is the caſe 
in Liverpool, Bench-monies have never been conſidered by 
any of their members as their common property, but as the pro- 
perty of the reſpective Incumbents for the time being. Whoever 
informed the Biſhop to the contrary, did certainly. deceive him. 
We appeal for the truth of what we here aſſert to the individuals 
of the Diſtrict, Indeed the Biſhop ſeems to expreſs himſelf in this 
point with the utmoſt caution : He only thought, it was only his 
! opinion. How far the Chapel in Liverpool, excluſive of the bench- 
money, can be properly called the common property of the mem- 
I uy | bers of the diſtri, and how far the management of it belongs 
(BI to them, will be fully diſcuſſed in its prover place, 


L. 
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f September, 1779, to which a conſiderable number 
of reſpectable perſons on both ſides were invited, as 
well as the Incumbents themſelves. Mr. Harris im- 
mediately repaired to the place; but Mr. Williams, 
though particularly ſent for at the requeſt of his 
friends, diſdained to appear, epecially, ſaid he, as 
there was a perſon there who had no buſineſs to interfere ; 
the ſame perſon, in fact, who had been expreſsly au- 
thoriſed by the Biſhop in his firſt letter to him to con- 
tribute towards the reſtoration of peace. The Gen- 
tleman, on hearing this, immediately offered to with- 
draw, but was prevailed on by the company to ſtay 
in the room. 'The reſolves of this meeting were 
unanimouſly ſigned by every perſon there preſent, 
except the Gentleman juſt mentioned and Mr. Harris. 
They were intended to terminate the difference and 
to perpetuate peace, by appointing Truſtees for the 
temporal management of the Chapel, the equal di- 
viſion of bench-monies, &c. conformably to the Bi- 


. ſhop's plan and the original eſtabliſhment of the 
Chapel: and in order to make them known to the 


reſt of the Bench-holders, Meſſrs. Francis Gandy, 


David Tuohy (“), Henry Billinge, and Andrew Roſ- 


ſon, were unanimouſly choſen by the meeting to ex- 
pedite the buſineſs by conſulting the general ſenſe of 


the people. What happened in conſequence of the 


reſolves of this meeting will appear from the contents 


of the following letter written to the Biſhop ſoon 
after. 


B ; cc My 


(*) Mr. David Tuohy not havieg attended the other Gentle- 
men but for a day or two, on account of ſome private buſineſs of 
his own interfering at that time: he was never deſired, on that 
account, to fign the following letter. 
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My Lord, 

In conſequence of your Lordihip's laſt letter to 
«© Mr. Blundell of Ince, wherein your Lordſhip re- 
«© commended Truſtees, as the molt e ffectual method 
* for reſtoring peace and harmony to this place, a 
«© public meeting was held on the 15th inſtant, in the 
<« preſence of Mr. Blundell, by a reſpectable number 
of the moſt ſenfible part of the Congregation, the 
«« refolves of which we think proper to tranſmit to 
«© your Lordſhip in the incloſed : and that ſuch re- 
« ſolves might not be deemed by any of the Bench- 
< holders the effect of party and oppoſition, we, the 
*« undermentioned, were unanimecuſly appointed by the 
s ſaid meeting to communicate the contents to them, 
in order to now the general ſenſe of the congre- 
e gation in that reſpect. Accordingly, we found, to 
** our great ſatisfaction, that the ſenſe of the molt 
<* reſpeQable and impartial part of the Bench-holders 
<< was perfectly conſonant to them. But whilſt we 
thus flattered ourſelves, as well as every other well- 
*© wither to the welfare of this Congregation, that 
peace and harmony were dawning upon us; we 
were greatly alarmed on the Sunday following with 
an unexpected virulent ſpeech, which Mr. Willi- 
5 ams made from the Altar on the ſubject, wherein 
* he loudly exclaimed againſt the meeting, as being 
7e illegal, and held by a few prepaſſiſſed people, and a 
« perſon beſides (meaning Mr. Blundell) who had no 
* authority at all in this Congregation. He, therefore, 
«« publicly proteſted againſt it and its reſolves, as an- 
© fair and materially prejudicial to him. How far a 


te ſpeech of this nature might be conſiſtent with the 
«« ſanCtity of the place where he ſpoke, and his alle- 


*« gations againſt the meeting and its reſolves with 
« truth 
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ce truth and juſtice, we leave to your Lorſhip's ſupe- 
« rior judgement to determine. He concluded his 
«« ſpeech by declaring, that, although, for the reaſons 
« above-mentioned, he had refuſed to appear at the 
«© meeting, when invited to it; yet he defired, that a 
general meeting of the Bench-holders might be held 
on the following Tueſday, wherein, he ſaid, he 4viſhed 
far nothing more than a fair aad impartial hearing. 
The meeting was accordingly held on the day ap- 
pointed; but ſuch was the confuſion, diſorder, and 
<< tumult that prevailed among his partizans, that no 
© buſineſs could be concluded to any effect. 


His behaviour at the meeting, we are ſorry to 
*« ſay, was highly unbecoming the character of a Gen- 
<< tleman and a Prieſt. He almoſt engroſſed the hole 
time to himſelf, hardly ſuffering any perſon to ſpeak 
«© but himſelf or his tumultuous friends. He abuſed 
„ Mr. Blundell in a very diſreſpectful manner, pub- 
*« licly declaring he had been bullied by him into the 
Arbitration (approved of by your Lordſhip) out of 
<< his better judgement. He more than once, in a very 
imperious manner, bid Mr. Harris hold his tongue, 
„and would hardly allow him a minute's time to 
** juſtify himſelf, He declared, that the plan of ap- 
pointing Truſtees from among the Congregation 
was prejudicial to him; becauſe this plan once 
© adopted, the whole blame of the preſent unhappy 
differences would certainly fall upon himſelf. He 
*© maintained, that the Bench-monies were Eccleſiaſ- 
** tical temporalities ; and conſequently that the laity 
had no right to interfere: as if the laity, who are 
cc the donors of theſe temporalities, were not the beſt 
<« judges of their own intention in giving them. In 
fine, after a great deal of wrangling, clamour, and 
©* abuſive language, when neither reaſon nor ſenſe 
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*« could prevail, ſeeing that a number of the moderate 
<« and ſenſible part of the meeting withdrew them- 
* ſelves, he, very confidently, propoſed the dividing 
of the meeting; and the queſtion was, whether the 
*© diſpute ſhould be finally decided by your Lordſhip, 
or by the Congregation, or Bench-holders, either 
© by arbitration or otherwiſe ? 


This appeared to us extremely prepoſterous and 
*« inconſiſtent in Mr. Williams, who, at the very 
*© opening of the meeting, was particularly deſired by 
«© Mr. Harris to read with an audible voice your 
«© Lordſhip's laſt letter to Mr. Blundell, dated Auguſt 
*© 21, 1779, wherein your Lordſhip thus formally de- 
*« clared—If they will not agree about their money, 
and their ſervants, and their houſe-keeping, I 
% cannot be of ſervice to them; for I meddle not in 
their temparalities : and, rather than go on wrang- 
ling at this rate, and ſplitting the Congregation 
into parties, may it not be adviſeable, if nothing 
« better occurs, to fall into the method adopted in 
*© ſome other Chapels, where a certain number of 
% Truſtees are choſen from among the Congregation, 
% who manage all the concerns of the Chapel, collect 
ce the bench-monics, pay the Incumbents, &c.? And 
«4 alittle helow, at the concluſion of the letter, —l 
<* abſolutely diſclaim all interference in their tem- 
©© paralitzes. 

c We own, that a few, who ſubſcribed their names 
«© to the Reſolves here incloſed, were afterwards ſe- 
©© guced dryer by Mr. Williams, and deſired their names 
«© might be ſcratched out; and ſeveral very illiberal 
ec reflections were tkrown upon us on the occaſion, as 
« if we had overperſuaded them, by artifice and miſ- 


cc repreſentation to ſign contrary to their inclination. 
But 


— 
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«© But, beſides theſe accnſations were never proved, 
and the words of the paper, as your Lordſhip may 
«« obſerve, are too plain and intelligible, and free 
from all equivocation or ambiguity of ſenſe, for 
any moderate capacity not to comprehend thetc 
te meaning, we are ready to convince your Lordſhip, 
or any body elſe, with the ſolema ſanction of an 
** oath, that we ated in all reſpects with the utmoſt 
«« impartiality and candour, and that we ufed no ar- 
*© tifice, cozenage, deception, or craft, to gain pro- 
*« ſelytes over to ſign againſt their own ſenſe. 

In fine, my Lord, no: to trouble your Lordſhip 
wich a further account of ſuch diſguſting tranf- 
** acttons, and to put an effectual ſtop to further 
animoſities and troubles, we would eſteem it as a 
** ingular favour, if your Lordſhip would fo far in- 
** terfere in this debate, as to give a written ſation 
to the plan incloſed, or otherwiſe ſignify to us your 
'* Lordihip's approbation of the ſame. The plan is 
perfectly equitable, and free from all partiality or 
** party-ſpirit, which we have carefully avoided 
during the whole proceſs of this diſagreeable affair. 
It is alſo moſt agreeable to the major part, by far, 
Hof the ſenſible people of this numerons Conprega- 
tion: It is, in fine, the only one, we apprehend, 
that can effectually reſtore peace to the preſent In- 
** cumbents, and laſting harmony and concord for 
the time to come, — We are, 


«© My Lord, 
*« Your Lordihip's moſt humble and devoted Servants, 
« Francis GAN D. 
HENRY B1LLINGE. 
« ArnDREwW Rosson,”? 
Liverpool, September 24, 1779.“ 
„ His 
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His Lordſhip's immediate anſwer to the above was 
addreſſed to Henry Blundell Eſq; and was as follows: 
« Dear Sir, 
] have received a letter ſigned by three Gentle- 
«« men of Liverpool, together with a paper contain - 
ing certain reſolves about the chufing of Truſtees 
Kc. to which my concurrence is requeſted, I am 
too ill, to enter into a particular diſcuſſion of ſuch 
* an affair; ſo would chuſe to leave it to the peo- 
ple, to whom, I think, it belongs, of right, to 
determine in what manner they would have their 
*« contributions divided, and to make that divifion 
* by the hands of Truſtees choſen by themſelves ; 
and I have ſignified to Mr. Williams, that, it is 
my opinion, that peace is moſt likely to be re— 
*« ſtored and maintained by adopting ſuch a method. 
5 By this means the Incumbents will be delivered 
from the diſagreeable taſk of making the collec- 
*« tions, will, have nothing to do but to attend to 
«« their functions, and receive their ſhare when it 
comes Cue.—-Not knowing how to direct to any 
of the Subſcribers, I take the liberty to addreſs 
*© this to you, Sir, hoping, that you will contribute 
© all you can, that the matter may be ſettled with 
concord and unanimity, and am with great reſpect, 
«« Dear Sir, 
5 Your moſt obedient &c. 

© WiLLiamM WALTON.” 

© York, zoth September, 1779.“ 


About the time that the above Gentlemen wrote 


to the Biſhop, Mr. Williams, on his part, wrote 


ſuch a letter to his Lordſhip, as induced the Biſhop 
not to, favour it with an anſwer. What the contents 
of this letter were, may partly be conjectured from 
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the contents of the following ; the firſt of which was 
written by the above Gentlemen to the Biſhop, the 
ſecond by the Biſhop to Mr. Blundell of Ince, and 
the third by his Lordſhip to the Congregation at 
large, addreſſed to Mr. Robert Lawrence of Dalc- 


ſtreet. 


Firſt Letter. 
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© My Lord, 
„We thank your Lordſhip for honouring us with 
your anſwer, dated September zoth, wherein your 
*« Lordſhip recommended Truſtees: in confequence 
of which we waited on Mr. Williams the 11th 
„ Inftant, to know his determination, but could not 
** obtata any ſatisfactory anſwer from him. We 
<« propoſed to him, that he ſhould chuſe three 'Trut- 
e tees, and Mr. Harris three: to which he replied, 
* be never wweuld conſent; for if he did, the ſcandal 
of the difpute would fall on him, and s own 
<« Leels be tript up: and at laſt he told us, he newer 
«« evould be ſatisfied till he got Mr. Harris baniſhed 
© out of this Town, and we ſhould ſee he would 
© become a Prephet. Notwithitanding your Lordſhip 
informed us, that you had written to Mr. Williams, 
„and recommended Fruſtees, we are inclined to 
| „believe that Mr. Williams has kept, and does 
Cs «« ſtill keep, your Lordſtip's advice a fecret from the 

| © Congregation. | 

We beg leave to obſerve to your Lordſhip, that 
i the mode of appointing Truſtees is, in the general 
4 opinion of the Congregation, the beſt method 
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tor preventing in future the like diſputes, which, 
wie are ſorry to ſay, have too frequently broke out 
between the ſeveral Gentlemen who have officiated 
here, and have been the frequent cauſe of the 
4 removal of one of the parties, 
B 4 «If 
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« As Mr. Williams ſeems fully determined tv 
*« exert all his might to expel Mr. Harris, and ſtil! 
holds faſt, and graſps at all the monies, declaring 
« he will not come into terms, till your Lordſhip 
« furniſhes him with an anſwer to his diſpatches; 
we think, that if your Lordſhip would be pleaſed 
*© to write to the Congregation at large, informing 
them, that vou have written to both the Gentle- 
men adviſing them to adopt 'Fruſtees, and that 
your Lordſhip does ftill recommend it to the 
**© Congregation, we can flatter ourſelves, that Tru 
** tees will be immediately choſen, and this un 
happy diſputes finally ended.“ 

** We are, my Lord, with great reſpect, 

Four Lordſhip's moſt obedient, 
** and moſt humble Servants, 
© FRancis GanDY 
« Henry BILLINGE, 
« AxnpREW Ross0N.” 


IM Liverpool, October 13th, 1779. 


Second Letter from Riſhop Walton to Mr, Blundell, 
Dear Sir, 


l find that the method propoſed, of managing 


ce the chapel at Liverpool by the help of Truſtees, 


« is very diſſatisfactory to one of the Parties (Mr. 


* Williams), who alledges, among a multitude of 
*« reaſons againſt it, that it will be injurious to his 
character and to his property.—Now, I have all 


IT along declared, that where their temporal property 


4e is concerned, I will not take upon me to decide, 


FS becauſe the matter does net fall under my 2 


_— 


*< I, therefore, write by this poſt, as you adviſe, t 
% Mr. Robert Lawrence, deſiring him to 3 


© the Congregation, that, as the diſpute turns upon 
ce the 
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the dividing of their rents &c. I cannot interfere 
«« by way of command, My advice I have given, but 
it does not pleaſe: therefore I muſt be ſilent. I 
thank you for the trouble you have been at in 
«© attempting to reſtore peace: am ſorry it has not 
« ſucceeded better; but hope you will, nevertheleſs. 
e receive the reward of peace-makers in anothe; 
place, and am with great regard, 

«© Dear Sir, 

« Your moſt obedient humble Servan:, 
% WILLIAM WALTON. 

'** York, zoth October, 1779. 


Third Letter from the Biſhop to the Congregatis: 
directed to Mr. Lawrence. 


«« Dear Sir, 

J am adviſed to addreſs myſelf to you, az : 
te proper perſon, to make known to the Congrega- 
tion what I have to ſay, relating to the preſen: 
*« diſſentions.—I did propoſe the mode of chuſing 
“ Truſtees for the management of the chapel, Thi 
J underſtand is difagreeable to one of the partic; 
(Mr. Williams): and therefore I am now ſolicited 
« to ſend a poſitive injunction to enforce that mode. 


But this is a meaſure, which I cannot adopt by 
* any means. The Congregation will be pleaſed 


to obſerve, that the diſpute between the two in- 
| *« cumbents, is about their temporal concerns, the 
12 government of their houſe, the diviſion of their 
rents and monies; matters which do not properly fall 
under my juriſdicthion. Both parties know, for I have 
«« repeatedly declared to them, that J will not in- 
F *« termeddle, by way of command, in their temporals. 
; «© What I adviſed was as a friend, for the ſake of 
* peace; but ſeeing that it does not give fatis- 
B 5 « faction, 
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faction, I muſt be ſilent, and only pray to God that 
„he will reſtore concord, which is the earneſt defire of, 
« Dear Sir, 
EE or and their moſt obedient &c. 


cc WILLIAII WALTON,” 
Vork, 2vth October, 1779. | 


The ſeries of his Lordſhip's letters, we have hi- 


therto produced, ſeems menen to ſuggeſt the 
following obſervations. 


iſt, That, however, Mr. Williams may have Pre 
tended to perſuade the ignorant, that his diſpute with 
Mr. Harris, was of a ſpiritual or ecclefiaftical nature, 
and that none but Eccleſiaftics were proper judges to 
determine it; yet we are repeatedly told by his Lord- 
hip, who had had a perſonal interview with both 
the Incumbents, and had examined into the merits 
of both fides of the gue! ton, that the ſame was about 
their temen al conc erns only, Or a mere temporal matter, 
and as ſuch a prepry abject to be determined by any Gen- 
tlemen, Clergy, or Laity; and that he not only had 
given his ſanction to the nomination of two Gentle- 
zen of the latter claſs, but had exprefsly requeſted 
one of them to ſtep in between the contending 
parties, 


2d. Thut, in conſequence of the tempoaal nature 
of the Difference, he Biſhop did abſolutely diſclaim all 
interference in the matter, as net falling under his 
jurifdidtion, and that be could not interfere in it by wey 

F command, but only as a friendly adviſer. 
zd. That, inſtead of determining any thing on the 
ſubject, he choſe to leave it to the Congregation; 
10 abb, he thought, it belonged, of right, to determine 
in gubat manner they would have their contributions 
divided ty the hands of Truftees choſen by themſelves. . _ 
| „ 4th, 
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4th. That the appointing of Truſtees was a plan 
of his Lordſhip's own propoſing, as the moſt likely me- 
thod for reſtoring peace, That he had fignified the ſame 
4% Mr. Williams, and that Mr. Williams was the 
only perſon who refuſed io comply. 


<th, That Mr. Williams had impeded the progreſs' 
of the Arbitration, ſo much approved of by his Lord- 
ſhip ; and that, after he had declared to him by letter 
his acquieſcence in the meaſure. 

6th. That Mr. Williams's boaſted ſubmiſſion to his 
Biſhop was perfectly conſiſtent with an open reſiſtance 


to his Lordſhip's meaſures, unleſs perfectly agreeable 
to his wiſhes, 


Theſe obſervations, which are an abridgement of 
the late Biſhop's ſentiments on the ſubject of the 
Difference, we beg leave to recommend to the con- 
ſideration of the Public; not only, becauſe they plain- 
ly porn: out the refractory party, but becauſe moſt 
of them, but eſpecially the firſt, ſecond, and laſt, are 
eſſentially connected with ſome of the moſt material 
tran ſactions in the ſequel of this Appeal. 


It is more than probable, and we have reaſon to 
believe from the uniform practice of a certain claſs of 
men, not very remarkable for their ſincerity, that, in 
order to invalidate the irrefragable authenticity of 
the late Biſhop's ſentiments on the nature of the dif- 
terence, ſo diſtinctly expreſſed in the above-mentioned 
letters, ſome of our adverſaries will be tempted to 
produce, or clandeſtinely hand about, ſome other 
letters from his Lordſhip, containing, perhaps, ſome 
ſentiments not quite analogous to the former. If 
any ſuch letters are ever produced, we can aſſure our 
readers, that the above five letters were the very laſt 
that the Biſhop ever wrote on the ſubject after a cir- 
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cumſtantial hearing of the parties; and mull there 
fore be conſidered as the only deciſive ones on tha: 
ſubjeR, that can, with propriety, be called his own. 


Before we conclude this Section, it will not be im- 
proper to obſerve, that Mr. Williams's prophecy, 
concerning the baniſhment of Mr. Harris out of the 
town of Liverpool, which, as foretold by him on the 
11th of October, 1779, was fully to be accompliſhed 
upon the Biſhop's receiving h, Di/patches, proved a 
ſad diſappointment to the Prophet; not being even 
favoured with an anſwer from his Lordſhip, for aught 
we know to the contrary. 'Thus diſappointed in his 
prophecy, and ſtill determined at all events to compel 
Mr. Harris to quit the Town, and oppoſe the nomi- 
nation of Truſtees, he very legally (for he hates illegal 
meaſures, witneſs his ſpeech from the Altar mention- 
ed in page 26) convened a private meeting of his 
friends at his own houſe ; where, amongſt other 
things, after inſiſting, that they ſhould all bind them- 
ſelves to pay the bench-monies to him only, he ap- 
pointed a collector, to whom he gave a ſtrict charge 
to pay all the monies into his hands. This unrea- 
ſonable demand prompted” one of the company to atk: 
Mr. Williams, what would become of Mr. Harris in 
that caſe ? to which Mr. Williams, like a good chriſti- 
an, and a compaſſionate Brother, very readily anſwered, 
We MUST STARVE HIM OUT. This fact, however 
incredible it may appear to ſome, is yet atteſted and 
figned by one of Mr. Williams's particular friends, 
who | was preſent at the meeting. 


Let now the public judge, whether this unqueſtion- 
able fact, joined to the above prophetic declaration, 
does not plainly ſhew, that the violent meaſures pur- 


ſued by Mr. Williams, were the genuine offspring 
of 
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of a long concerted plan to drive Mr. Harris out cf 
Town at all. events, and to oppoſe every ſalutary 
meaſure of reconciliation and peace? 


S614 0 N:: Ml. 


a FRESH ATTEMPT TO SETTLE THE DIFFERENCE 
BY ARBITRATION, PROVES AS UNSUCCESSFUL A3 


THE FORMER. 


E now come to relate a fact, the criminal ci:- 

\ } cumſtances of which are very little known t 

the public, even of the Catholic perſuaſion, and have 

not only been induſtriouſly concealed, but wilfally 
disfigured by ſome, to the prejudice of Mr. Harris. 


Whether through conſciouſneſs of a former breach 
of promiſe, or a delign to try the patience of his an- 
tagoniſts, and thus tire them out, as per adviſe of 3 
prudent friend; it ſo happened, that Mr. William, 
agreed once more to leave the determination of the 
difference to the arbitrament of Henry Blundell of 
Ince, and Thomas Clifton of Lytham, Eſquires, they 
chuſing a third as umpire, This he poſitively de- 
clared and promiſed on the 29th of November, 1779, 
at the houſe of Mr. Richard Unſworth, and in the 
preſence of Meſſrs. Unſworth, Sen. now deceaſed, 
Richard Unſworth, Robert Lawrence, and Henry 


Billinge. Mr. Williams in a letter to Mr. Clegg, 
which will be produced in the 4th Section, declares 


that he acquieſced in this meaſure only for the /ake 


of 
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deſign was not to eftablifh peace, but only to obtain a 
truce, thereby to recruit his forces, and profecut? 
the war. 

In conſequence cf tlus promitt made before ſo many 
witneſſes, the following obligation was immediately 
drawn up to bind the 9 g parties. 

« WE, whoſe names are hereunto ſabſeribed, have 
ce thts day mutually agreed to adopt Henry Blundell, 
ec Efquire, of Ince, and Thomas Clifton, Eſquire, of 
% Lythain, Arbitrators, to ſettle and finally end all 
« diſputes now ſubſiſting between us: and we do 
„ agree, that Bonds of Arbitration, ſhall, as ſoon as 
«can be, be drawn and filled up to that purpoſe, 
«© which we promiſe to ſign and execute, under the 
penalty of two hundred pounds, lawſul money of 
„ Great Britain, which we bind ourſelyes to pay, 
« to be recovered from cither 4 that ſhall not 
«« abide by their award; provided. thoſe two above- 
nam 2 50 Gentlemen do nominate a third perſon, as 
ec mie Jens to the Bonds being ſigned by us: 
and that third perſon thall be by them two choſen, 
„without our knowledge of ſuch perſon previous 


1 to his being choſen: as witneſs our hands in Liver- © 


«« pool, this Cay of 1970.7; 
Meſtre. Williams and Harris being deſired to 

fizn this obligation, Mr. Harris immediately offered: 

to comply; but Mr. Williams would not, 27/1 he 


had taken, fail he, further adwice upon it. At the end 


of a week, being the 8th of December 1779, Meſſrs. 
Robert Lawrence and Henry Pillinge waited on Mr, 
Williams to know, whether he would ſign the writ- 
ten agreement, that bonds of arbitration might 
accordingly be drawn up, His anſwer was, that he 


had 
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had written to Mr. Clifton on the zoth of November 
to know, whether he would take the trouble upon 
himſelf, a copy of which he then read over to the 
Gentlemen preſent, the ſame, he /aiz, which be had 
ſent to Mr. Cliſton; and that, as he had Bal no 
anſwer as yet from him, He neither could ner avorid ther 


n the obligation ; promung, however, he would 


ſign the bonds as ſoon as he Enew, that Mr. Clifton 
would undertake the buſineſs. This promiſe he made 
in the preſence of the above Nene Gentlemen „ and 
Meſſrs. Philip Chriſlian ſen. and Philip Chriſtian jun. 
and Richard Unſworth. 

In conſequence of this declaration, Mr. Blundell 
was waited upon two days after, and did not only 
accept the office in behalf of Mr. Harris, but pro- 
miſed to write to Mr. Clifton on the ſubject. In 
effect, on the 2Cth cf the ſame month Mr, Harris 
received the original of the following letter, being an 
anſwer from Mr. Chfton to Mr, Blundell of Ince. 

« Dear Sir, : | 

«« I received the favour of yours, and have wrote 
„to Mr. Williams, that if he and Mr. Harris are 
willing to ſtand by our deciſion, and that to be final, 
Jam ready to ſtand arbitrator with you: fall 
think myſelf happy to ſee you at Lvtham, and am 
perſuaded we can adjuſt the matter: and am, 

« Dear Sir, 
% Your ſincere friend and humble ſervant, 
© Il HomMas CLIFTOr. 
*« Lytham, December 17th, 1779. 

« P. 8. Mr. Williams and ' Harr:s ſhould enter 
into bonds.“ 

It does not appear evident from tlie tenour of the 
above, that Mr. Williams ever wrote to Mr. Clifton 
on the ſubject of the reference prior to the 17th of 


December 
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December, as he had before declared: elſe, why 
ſhould Mr. Clifton deſire to know from Mr. Williams 
whether he wonld ſtand by his decifion, if Mr, 
Williams had -defired him before, on the 36th of 
November, to ſtand arbitrator in his behalf? But let 
this be as it may, it is moſt certain, that Mr. Clifton, 
in a very clear and exphcit manner, offered his ſer- 
vices to both parties in his letter, and ſhewed his rea- 


dineſs to ſtand, by defiring the parties to enter into 


bonds. | 

It now ſeemed, that no circumſtance was wanting 
for Meſſrs. Williams and Harris to enter into bonds. 
Accordingly, Mr. Harris, in order to accelerate the 
bufineſs, waited on Mr. Williams with the above let- 
ter, on the morning following, accompanied by Mr. 
Robert Lawrence; and aſked Mr. Williams, whether 
he had received any account from Mr. Clifton. He 
anſwered YEa: being aſked again, whetker Mr. Clif- 
ton was willing to undertake the reference; he replied, 
no, he will not, he has refuſed. On hearing this, 
Mr. Harris immediately produced and read to Mr. 
Williams Mr. Clifton's original anſwer to Mr. Blun- 
dell expreiſing the very reverſe of what he had juſt 
advanced. Mr. Williams, in reply to this, produced 
another letter, dated, as he ſaid, the 19th of the 
ſame month, part of which, he read, and was to this 
purport : that us (meaning Mr. Clifton, for ſo was 
his name expreſſed in the letter) would not conſent 


to be an arbitrator, and that ys had written to Mr. 


Blundell to that effect. This letter, or part of a 
ſetter, as read by Mr. Williams. was evidently writ- 
ten by a third perſon, not by Mr, Clifton or in his 
name; but, perhaps, by his order or deſire. After con. 
ferring awhile on this unexpected incident, Mr. Wil. 
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jams informed Meſſrs. Harris and Lawrence, that they 
would ſoon know, that Mr. Clifton had come to that 


reſolution, but aſſigned no reaſon why; and concluded 
ſaying, that fince Mr. Clifton had once refuſed, he 


ſhould never be choſen any more. 


This unaccountable concurrence of circumitances 
appeared to us extremely myſterious, not knowing 
what cauſe to impute it to: but the myſtery was ſoon 
unravelled. That very afternoon, being the 21ſt 
of December, an original letter from Mr. Clifton, 
aildrefied to Mr, Blundell of Ince, coming to Mr. 
LIarris's hands, immediately unveiled the fcenc. 
The letter was as follows. 

% Dear Sir, 

By laſt poſt T anſwered your letter, concerning 
© Mr. Williams and Harris: am ſorry to trouble 
you fo ſoon on the ſame ſubject. By this day's 
c poſt I received a letter from Liverpool, fignifying, 
*« that the friends of Mr. Williams did not think 
© either you or myſelf preper arbitrators. I have 
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* returned for anſwer, I am determined to have 
nothing more to ſay in the diſpute, and am per- 
* ſuaded you will do the fame: and am | 

«© Your fincere friend and humble Servant, 
© THOMAS CLirron.” 
«« Lytham, December the 18th, 1779. 

The inſulting nature of the letter here referred t to 
by Mr. Clifton, would be a ſufficient argument to 
convince us, that Mr. Williams had had no ſhare in 
the compoſition of it, had we not a ſtronger argu- 
ment to the contrary in Mr. Williams's having never 
diſowned the contents of it, but having tacitly ap- 
proved the inſulting ſtile of his pretended friends, by 


never Writing to the inſulted parties in vindication 
of 
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of himſelf. His friends, it ſeems, have conſtantly 


denied any knowledge of the letter; and it has even 
been reported to have been an anonymous one, though 
it appears from Mr. Clifton's letter that he knew the 
author, ſince be returned an anſwer to it. But be it 
ſo: ſuppoſe it was an anonymous letter: ſtill it mult 
be true, that the letter was written by /omebedy: ſtill 
it is true, and will appear in the following ſection, 
that Mr. Williams being officially required to clear ; 
himſelf from the imputation of being either the writer 
of it, or privy to it, would never anſwer the charge: | 
it muſt therefore be true, that the writer eme, muſt 
have been Mr. Williams himſelf, at leaft till he can 
clear himſelf to the ſatisfaction of the public. The 
argument is much ftrengthened by comparing Mr. 
Clifton's letter with that part of a letter which Mr. 
0 


Williams read to Rleffrs. Harris and Lawrence, as 
mentioned juſt before, 


As the two following letters ſeem to throw ſore 
Lzht on this dark and ſhameſul tran ſaction, we have 


thought proper to inſert them here, though a little 


out of place, with reſpeR to date. 
Copy of a letter from Mr. James Clegg to Mr. 


Clifton. 3 


10 81 
— 3 


As Im a perfect ſtranger to you, my addreſſing --4 
this letter to you will ſtand in need of an apology. 3 
] hope the ſubject, which occaſions it, will plead I. 
«© my excuſe for the liberty I have taken.—When 4 
every means of friendly accommodation had been 5 
tried by Mr. Harris in crder to ſettle the diſputes | 
between him and Mr. Williams to no effect; Mr, 
'« Harris applied to me to aſſiſt him with legal advice, 

1 
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„and to file a Bill in equity (“) to procure that, 
e which every honeſt man would prevent a ſecond 
application for. Unvyilling to involve theſe Teach- 
ers of Chriſtianity and Preachers of peace in a 
Suit, which would not only be expenſive, but which 
«« might lower them in the eſteem and refſpect of their 
*« Congregation 3 I have attempted to accommodate 
this matter without the intervention of legal pro- 
ceſs, but by the interpoſition of cordial friends. — 
{ muſt ſay, that Mr. Harris has been conſtantly 
« ready to meet this friendly accommodation in any 
e reaſonable manner Mr. Willlams would propoſe. 
«« But he 1s ſo fully poſſeſſed of an idea, that no- 
„body can ſettle an account but the three oldeli: 
© Prieſts in Lancaſhire, that, I fear, he will not heark - 
en to any reaſonable propoſals. Upon looking 
over the ſeveral letters, which have paſſed upon this 
*« fubjeCt, I find two from you to Mr. Blundell, in 
** conſequence of the prudent choice the parties had 
made to leave their differences to yours and his de- 
**cifton, IJ with this choice had been adhered to.— 
But your laſt letter ſays, That you had received a lot- 
ter from Liverpool, fignifying, that the friends of Mr. 
** Williams did not think either of you proper Arbitrators. 
„This, Lunderſtand, Mr. Williams's friends deny 
and therefore I am induced to trouble you with 
this, wiſhing to know, if there be no ſecret in tlie 
matter, whether this ſignification is really frot: 
© thoie, 


* 


(*) In the order of time, the Bill, here alluded to, was not lcd 
till fix months were elapſed from the date of this letter. Harih 
as the invectives have been azainſt the profecution of that meaſure, 
the following Section, and part of the 5th will, we flatter our 
ſelves, ſcfficiently juſtify the neceſſity of adopting it, and tho me- 
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de thole, who pretend to be Mr. Williams's friends, 
ce or whether it is not the produttion of Mr. Willi- 
„ ams's own invention: and I am led to this inquiry 
from Mr. Williams's own letter to me, in which he 
© treats the ſettlement of this account, as a matter of 
Religious moment, and that the buſineſs is of ſuch 


«© an ecclefiaſtical nature, that none but Eccleſiaſtics 


scan ſettle it.— And this eccleſiaſtical opinion of his 
find fully refuted by a letter from Mr. Walton, 
of York (who, I underſtand, preſides over the 
Northern Diſtrict), wherein he ſays, the matt er 15 
merely temporal, and therefore declines interfering 
<« eccleſiaſtically, I made an apology at ſtarting ; 
but the length of my letter requires, that I afk you 
*« pardon a thouſand times for the trouble I give you 
in reading it. Permit me only to lengthen it, by 
* afſuring you, that I am actuated by no other motive 
ce than a ſpirit of peace, and an earneſt deſire to reſtore 
harmony between your two Paſtors of the ſame 
*© Congregation, who ſhould remember, that a Houſe 
divided againſt itſelf cannot ſtand, I have the 
<« pleaſure of ſubſcribing myſelf with great reſpect, 
«Sir, 
*« Your moſt obedient humble ſervant, 
© JaMES CLEGG.” 
„Liverpool, 17th of January, 1780. 


Copy of Mr. Clifion's anſwer to Mr. Clegg. 
„ ir. 

« I received your obliging letter in regard to the 
«« diſpute betwixt Mr. Harris and Williams. I am 
determined to have nothing to do with that affair 
« any more. I am of your opinion; it is a pity 
„ ſuch a trifling affair ſhould involve them in any 
„% law-fuit, It would be kind in you to do all in 

** your 
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„your power to perſuade them to make up the 
« matter by ſome friendly aſſiſtance, and much more 
« beeoming their ſituation of life. If this affair 
« cannot be ſettled betwixt them, they had better 
« remove either one or both. This is my opinion, 
« and I think you will be of the ſame. 
4 J am, Sir, 
« Your humble Servant, 
«© THOMAS CLIFTON,” 


« Lytham, January 25th, 1780, 


Had Mr. Clifton given a direct anſwer to Mr, 
Clegg's queſtion, relating to the pretended anony- 
mous letter, he could never have deſcribed the author 
of it in ſtronger colours, than he docs, by not taking 
any notice of the queſtion. The argument drawn 
from the caſe, as ſtated by Mr. Clegg, is ſelf-demon- 
ſtrative.-Sir, ſays Mr. Clegg to Mr. Clifton; you 
have received a letter, the contents of which are the 
only bar to the reſtoration of peace, and reflect great 
infamy upon its author. This letter muſt have been 
written either by Mr. Williams, or his friends: theſe 
deny the charge: the character of Mr. Williams is 
deeply concerned in the diſcovery of the author, as 
being an enemy to peace: the preſumption leans 
ſtrongly againſt Mr. Williams, and upon this pre- 
ſumption he muſt be deemed the author, unleſs you 


clear him from the charge. Was he then, I aſk you 


for the ſake of his character, or was he not, the author 


of the letter? His friends declare, they were not; and 


have a right to be believed, till convicted by your- 
ſelf.—Do you ſay, they were the authors? You do 
not !— Mr, Williams then muſt be the Man.—And 
yet this very man, ſelf- convicted of ſo many breaches 
of word and promiſe, has often infulted Mr. Harris's 

£ integrity, 
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integrity, by accuſing him before the Public of being 


the only perſon, in the preſent Conteſt, whom nei. 
ther ties nor engagements could ever bind! 


EE %T+DON:IV: 


LEGAL CORRESPOXDENCE- PRIOR TO THE FILING 


OF A BILL IN EQUITY. 


O many repeated attempts to ſettle the differ. 
8 ence, by the interpoſition of friends, proving un- 
ſucceſstul, and Mr. Harris and his friends being now 
fully convinced, that Mr. Williams's words and pro— 
miſes could no longer be relied on with any degree 
of ſecurity; it was thought neceſſary to take ſuch ap- 
Parent legal ſteps, as might induce Mr. Williams to 
conſent to a friendly accommodation, 

All the followiug official Letters, inſerted in this 
ſection, were written with this friendly view: they all 
breath a ſpirit of moderation, and a defire of termi- 
nating the difference without the intervention of the 
law. The public will judge from them, whether 
Mr. Harris's views in betaking himſelf, by the unani- 
mous advice of his friends, to this laſt and neceſſary 
reſburde, could be more equitable, or conducted with 
more propriety; and whether his conduct in this re- 
(:-7 do{erves thoſe uncommonly harſh cenſures which 
h. cen fo liberally caſt upon it. 

7'!.- firſt letter, in the order of legal correſpon- 
dence, was the following from Mr. James Clegg to 


Nr. Willams.— 


« Sir, 


] 
b 


C 
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% Sir, 

« | am extremely ſorry to find that there is any 
„ diſpute ſubſiſting between Mr. Harris and you: he 
has applied to me for my advice and aſſiſtance vpo1 
the ſubjet; but as I am unwilling to involve you 
„and him in a ſuit, which will rather increaſe than 
* diminiſh the animoſity, I take the liberty of ad- 
© dJrefling this to you, in hopes that this notice may 
produce ſuch a ſettlement of the accounts, as may 
© rellore that harmony and peace, which ought ever 
«to ſubſiſt between perſons acting in the capacity 
* you do, and profeſſing the ſame religion. —I ſhall 
ehe particularly happy, if my interpoſition will 
e effect this defirable end; and if 1 can be of any 
i ſervice to the parties in procuring an amicable ad- 
juſtment of all differences, I ſhall be very glad to 
take that friendly part.—lIf a fair mode of ſettling 
** the diſputes ſhall not be adopted, but the parties 
are obſtinately bent upon a ſuit; I hope you will 
c excule my endeavours to obtain Mr. Harris that 
relief, which the nature of this caſe ſeems to de- 
mand. —I beg the favour of your reply. 

% -YOUrs &c. G 
© Faves CLEGG.” 


c 


* 


* 
4 


Liverpool, Hanover-ftreet, 


** 2zrd December, 1779. 


This letter, che very ſtile of which ſpeaks friend- 
A 


lineſs and peace, was immediately ſtigmatized by ſome 
good-natured chriſtians with the odious appellation 


? 
”Y 


fot an Attorney's Letter, and very bitter reflections 


were cat on Mr. Harris upon the occaſion. Before 


Mr. Williams offered to anſwer it, a particular friend 


of his, a talkative young Collegian at a ſmall diſtance 
trom this town, made an unſucceſsful attempt to 
pervert 
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pervert the good opinion which Mr. Clegg enter- 
tained of Mr. Harris, and of the cauſe committed to 
his care; and having thus paved the way for Mr, 
Williams, the following anſwer was, in conſequence, 
ſent to Mr. Clegg. 
«© SiC, 
< I hope, that you have not been offended, at my 
having ſent a verbal anſwer only to your polite 
letter. My inexperience in ſuch caſes muſt be my 
*« excuſe. I aſſure you, kind Sir, that it is no ways 
% to be imputed to me, if the extraordinary differ- 
*« ences, ſubſiſting between Mr. Harris and myſelf, 
* have not been terminated long ago. I have al- 
© ways profeſied a readineſs to adopt, and have 
* always adopted, every reaſonable mode of accom- 
„ modation, and ſhall, I hope, always purſue the 
% ſame line of conduct. I am, as I always was, 
* ready to leave the whole affair to the determination 
«« of Eccleſiaſtics, who, in my opinion, are the only 
*© competent, or at leaſt, proper judges in ecclefiaſti- 
© cal affairs. It is true, for peace ſake, I did agree, 
t that three Gentlemen Referees ſhould be appoint- 
ed to ſettle our diſputes, But as Mr. Harris, upon 
«© Mr. Clifton's declining, did not chuſe to wait until 
I could ſubſtitue another in his place, and has taken 
this extraordinary ſtep, I ſuppoſe, with reaſon, 
<< he rejects that mode of accommodation, and of 
* conſequence, that I am no longer bound by my 
* word to abide by it. I will, therefore, beg your 
leave to propoſe another plan, which, in the opi- 
nion of all reaſonable perſons, muſt appear fair 
and equitable, —Let the three oldeſt Prieſts of our 
«© Body in Lancaſhire determine all our differences. 
«© If Mr. Harris will adopt this Plan, he ſhall meet 
« with 
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„with my hearty concurrence ; if he refuſes it, and 

js {till reſolved, in ſpite of reaſon and Religion, to 

« commence a Suit, which muſt neceſſarily cauſe 

great noiſe and ſcandal, ig/e fibi viderit. With 

% many thanks for your polite note, and your readi- 

«© neſs to concur in ſettling our differences, I am, 

Sir, 

«« Your mot obedient humble Servant, 

Jos. WiLLtams,” 

« Liverpool, Edmund-ſtreet, No. , 

« 28th December, 1779. 


This curious letter, full of pretenfions to innocence 
21d religion, muſt plainly ſhew to every impartia! 
Leader, who has peruſed with any degree of attention 
the two precedent Sections, that Mr. Williams had 
not the leaſt pretenſion to candour and truth. Mr. 
Clegg's immediate anſwer to the above, prior to any 
conference with Mr. Harris on the ſubject of Mr. 
Williams's letter, will again convince the Public of 
the pacific tendency of that Gentleman's interference, 
and of the opinion he had of his Client's diſpoſitions 
towards an amicable accommodation. — The follow- 
ing is an exact copy. 


«© Reverend Sir, 


© I ſhall communicate your propoſals ta Mr. Harris, 
* and as ſoon as I know his determination, ſhall in- 
form you of it.— I ſhall be happy, if the diſpute is 
* terminated without a Suit, and ſhall contribute free- 
ly, both my advice and aſſiſtance towards ſo deſireable 
* an end. Mr. Harris appeared to me, in the whole 
* of his converſation, to wiſh for an amicable and 
** equitable ſettlement, and conſtantly ſpoke of you 
with eſteem and reſpect. I have not any intereſt 
in this matter, nor does my interference proceed 


© «© from 
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«© from any other motive, than an earneſt deſire to 
5 conciliate matters. I have been long convinced, 
<< that example is much more prevalent than precept ; 
* and I think, the cauſe of Religion would be but 
* 11] ſerved, when the Preachers of peace become in- 
* volved in Law-ſuits about the diviſion of their tem- 
«© poral gains. If I had as much influence on you 
«© both, as I could wiſh, I would uſe it to perſuade 
you both to ſettle this matter without the interpo- 
* ſition of a third man; for, though the law is my 
«« profeſſion, yet, I am more anxious to promote a 
<« friendly accommodation, than to profit by that 
ce profeſſion, I am obliged by your very polite 
letter. 
«« I am, Reverend Sir, 
% Four, &c. 
«© JaMEs CLEGG.” 


<© Hanover-ftreet, 28th December, 1779.” 


The day ſubſequent to the date of this genteel and 
Chriſtian letter, Mr. Clegg communicated to Mr. 
Harris the contents of Mr. Williams's anſwer; and 
having received proper information, he wrote again 
to Mr. Williams in the following words.— 

«« Reverend Sir, 

«« Apreeable to my promiſe, I communicated your 
letter to Mr. Harris, who very prudently pointed 
© out the very great difficulty and expence of 
ce petting the three oldeſt Prieſts of your Body in 
© Lancaſhire together, ſo as to hear the parties, and 
« examine into the cauſes of their differences in ſuch 
«© a manner, as equitable Arbitrators ought to do, 
« and in ſuch a-manner, as, I doubt not, perſons of 
«« their profeſſion would wiſh to do. Beſides, the 


5 ſubje& being quite temporal, I agree with him, 
| ce that 


4 
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« that Lay Arbitrators are the proper perſons to 
judge of it,—And, therefore, in behalf of Mr. 
« Harris I propoſe, that 'Truſtees, or Chapel-Guar- 
«« dians ſhould be appointed by the Society at large, 
or by you and Mr. Harris, as you may judge belt ; 
that ſuch perſons mall decide your preſent differ- 
«« ences: and to avoid future diſputes, that ſuch 
5e perſons ſhall collect the benevolencies, gratuities, 
* or Bench-money, and divide it for the future be- 
* tween the officiating Paſtors or Eccleſiaſtics.— 
« 'This mode of ſettlement, | am told, fince I began 
my letter, is perfectly agreeable to many of thoſe 
* who are Subſcribers to the ſupport of your Society, 
and, I ſhould ſuppoſe, could not be diſagreeable to 
any one, who wiſhes the peace of Society in ge- 
e neral, and yours in particular.—I trult, therefore, 
* that ſuch a method will be adopted, as will prevent 
ve that noiſe and ſcandal, which you apprehend will 
te be the effect of a Suit, and that reaſon will incline 
you both to ſuch meaſures, as may beſt anſwer the 
„ cauſe of Religion. —In this hope I expect your 
«« anſwer, that three men of fair character may be 
appointed to decide upon your preſent differences: 
or, if you two cannot fix on three, that you then 
*« fix on one, Mr. Harris fix on another, and that 
they two name the third; and that the award of 


** thoſe two or three, or any two of the three, ſhall 
be concluſive, 


I muſt now beg leave to ſet you right as to a 
fact, which you have very much miſtated: I can- 
©** not ſuppoſe you have done it wilfully ; but it con- 
vinces me you are much impoſed on. You ſay, 


; Mr. Harris, upon Mr. Clifton's declining, did not 


chuſe to wait until you could ſubſtitute another in 
C 2 © his 
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„his place, and has taken this extraordinary ſtep: 
«« you ſay therefore, you ſuppoſe, with reaſon, that 
he rejets that mode of accommodation, and of 
*© conſequence, that you are no longer bound by 
*© your word to abide by it.—I entirely diſagree with 
© you in this point. —l 7 5 no reaſon, why one man 
© ſhould break his word, becauſe another does, But, 
«© if the matter you ſtate was a fact, you could not 
«© poſſibly perform your part, as it is a condition 
e depending on Mr. Harris performing his part; and 
if he had failed in that, he would have been the 
«« aggrefor, and the world mutt have acquitted you 
«« from a performance of that which he had prevent- 
ed; though, I think, you would ſtill have been 
* bound by your word, whenever he ſhould have 
© ſeen the error, which he had been guilty of.— But 
*in this matter Mr. Harris is no way to blame. — 
«« You and he fixed upon Mr. Clifton and Mr. 
5 Blunde!l to decide between you. The firſt I only 
«© know by character, the latter I am intimately 
Fe acquainted with; and if the world ſays true, they 


© are both men of experience, of unblemiſned cha- 
«© racter, men of underſtanding, and profeſſing the 
« {ame religion with yourſelves, In this Unex cepti- 
„ onable light you both viewed them, and in con- 
70 Races of their upright deciſion, to them you both 
« agreed to refer the matter. And on the 17th 
« December, Mr. Clifton writes to Mr. Blundell ; — 
J received the favour of yours, and have wrote to 
« Mr. Williams, that, if he and Mr. Harris are 
„willing to ſtand by our deciſion, and that to be 
.< nat; I am ready to ſand arbitrator with you: 
«« ſhall think myſelf happy to ſee you at Lytham, 
« and am perſuaded we can adjuſt the matter.—Mr. 


«© Williams and Harris ſhould enter into bonds.— 
«« ]Jcre 
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« Here ſeemed to be a fair and cquitable method 
of ſettling this buſineſs. But on the 18th Decem- 
« ber Mr. Clifton writes: By laſt poſt I anſwered 
your letter concerning the difference between Mr. 
«« Williams and Harris; am ſorry to trouble you ſo 
« ſoon on the ſame ſubjet. By this day's poſt I 
* received a letter from Liverpool, ſignifying, zhat 
« the friends of Mr. Williams did not think either 
„ you or myſelf proper arbitrators. I have returned 
« for anſwer, I am determined to have nothing more 
to ſay in the diſputes, and am perſuaded you will 
do the ſame.—Let me then aſk you candidly : did 
* you, or did you not know of the letter wrote by 
* your friends? If you did, the declining of Mr. 
„Clifton to accept this kind, but thankleſs, office, 
© was of your own effetting: with what purpoſe, you 
«« belt know. If you did not know of it; pray, 
*© what mult be your opinion of thoſe friends, who 
« dared diſapprove your own choice without your 
„ knowledge I was not acquainted with this tranſ- 
action, nor had I ſeen theſe letters, when my firſt 
<« correſpondence with you commenced; otherwiſe, 
„ ſhould not have given you the trouble of reading, 
and replying to, any of my letters.—But having 
begun with an inclination to the ſervice of both 
parties, I thought myſelf bound by my word to 
write this Jaft letter upon this ſubject, 
«« I am Ke. 
| « James CLEGG,” 


„ Hanover-ftreet, 31ſt December 1779. 


Mr. Williams's profound filence to the above, 
which he never offered to reply, muſt convince even 
his moſt Wan friends, who, in all probability, 
never had the opportunity of peruſing its contents, 

C 3 that 


54 e 


that he had nothing to ſay in juſtiſication of ſuch 
aſſertions, as he had the confidence to advance 
in his letter to Mr. Clegg. Indeed, the dilemma, 
to which he was reduced, was of that nature, that 
he could not embrace either ſide, but he muſt have 
been perſonnally wounded, and inevitably convicted 
of wilful and deliberate niiſrepreſentation and falſe. 
hood. He, therefore, very prudently, choſe the 
afeſt part; which, without reducing him to the 
mortifying necefity of condemning himſelf under 
his own hand, left that diſagreeable taſks to the 
judgement cf his candid correſpondent. And what 
Opinion can the Public entertain of Mr. Williams's 
dipoiitions to peace, and of the juſtice of his cauſe, 
Wien a mode of ſettlement ſo fair in every reſpect, 
and fo conformable to the late Biſhop's recommenda- 
en and wiſhes, as was propoſed in Mr. Clegg's 
letter at the requeſt of Mr. Harris, was ſo diſdainfully 

rejected by him, as even to refuſe an anſwer, when 
ſolicited in the moſt preſſing terms? Bad indeed muſt 
be the cauſe which will not be committed to the deci- 


fon of three impartial honeſt men of the parties on 
chuſing ! 


If Mr. Harris had been that turbulent litigious 
man, as reported by Mr. Williams and ſome of his 
friends, if, by applying to a profeſſional Gentleman 
on the ſubject of the difference, he had meant any 
more, than to induce Mr. Williams to a ſpeedy and 
amicable accommodation, without the intervention 
of the Law ; he certainly had now every provocation 
to proſecute hoſtile meaſures; but as his views were 
honeſt; and his claims juſt, ſo were his meaſures to 
obtain juſtice innocent and deliberate. With an in- 
tention then, to bring matters to a gradual termina - 

tion, 
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tion, Mr. Harris propoſed, that both parties ſhould 

produce their Accounts, which, till that time, Mr. 

Williams had conſtantly refuſed to commit to the 1n- 

ſpection of any one: theſe nccounts were mutually to 

be exchanged by their reſpective Agents, who were to 
deliver them to the Parties for their inſpection. After 

ſome debate upon the ſubject, the propoſal was agreed 

to by Mr. Williams: and in a few days after Mr. 

Harris delivered his accounts to Mr. Clegg, as ap- 

pears from the following copy of a letter. 


To Mr. James Sudell, Attorney at Law. 7 


«« Dear Sir. 

J have got Mr. Harris's Account, and am ready 
to exchange it with you, for that of Mr. Willi- 
*ams's; and when each has looked over the other's 
Account, and pointed out ſuch matters, as appear 
*« objectable, I am convinced, that you and I can 
«« ſettle the matter in a ſhort time. But whether we, 
gor any other perſons, are to undertake ſuch ſettle- 
% ment, I thini: the parties ſhould be bound to abide 
e by that determination.—!t has been my fault, tha: 
„ you had not this notice before; for Mr. Harris 
** brought me his Account the middle of laſt week ; 
but an unfortunate contuſion, which I got upon 
my foot, diſabled me from every thing.—l beg, I 
„% may know Mr. Williams's reſolution as ſoon as 
©« poflible, | 

*« Yours, &c. 
«© James CLEGG,” 
** Hanover-itreet, ioth January, 1780.“ Fats 


Mr. Williams's evaſive reſolution will appear in 
Mr. Sudell's following anſwer to Mr. Clegg. 
C4 * Dear 
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« Dear Sir. | 

J have ſeen Mr. Williams, who will prepare and 
* bring in his Accounts: and fo far the matter be- 
«« tween him and Mr. Harris, I doubt not, will be 
« eaſily adjuſted, But there are ſome controverſies 
© between them merely eccleſiaſtical, of which, I 
„ much doubt, if we are either of us competent judg- 
«© es: theſe things ſhould be left to perſons of that 
function, whoſe deciſion, I doubt not, would be 
** acquieſced in, as well by the parties, as the whole 
«« Congregation : for, I can hardly think, that perſuns 
*© of that dencmination would be pleaſed with your 
or mine determination about their eccleſiaſtical af- 
* fairs. If one, two, or three, &c. of that Church 
could be fixed on, it would then be right for the 
parties to enter into Bonds. Mr. Williams will 
have no objection. I am, Dear Sir, 

Yours, Ke. 

„ JaMES SUDELL.” 
„ 12th January, 1780.” 

We have that opinion of Mr. Sudell's judgement 
and profeſional knowledge, that, had he been proper- 
ly informed by his Client of the temporal nature of 
the Conteſt, he never would have treated as an Eccle- 
fiaftical Affair, what his own Client's Eccleſiaſtical 
Superior had ſo often declared to be a mere temporal 
matter, the determination of which did not fall under 
his ecclſiaſtical juriſdiction, but belonged, of right, to 
the Congregation of Liverpool. 

From the tenor of Mr. Sudell's anſwer it is very 
_ eaſy to conclude, that the exchanging of the Accounts 
would be productive of no other effect than to gratify 
each party's curioſity in peruſing them. A month 
was now elapſed ſince the delivery of Mr. Harris's 

Accounts, 
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Accounts, before we could hear any thing concerning 
thoſe of Mr. Williams; though, by his own confeſſi- 
on, he had had them ready long before he conſented 
to produce them. The truth is, his accounts were ſo 
irregular and ill digeſted, that he was under the ne- 
ceſſity of employing ſome of his ſecular friends to put 
in ſome manner of order thoſe very Ecclefraftical Recten- 
age, which he had, all along, ſtrenuouſly mainfkaines, 
belonged to none but Eccle/iaftics to inſpect. The 
Accounts, however, (ſuch as they were) framed by 
the joint-labour of his Secular Clerks, were, at last, 
approved of by his profeſſional Agent; and, as it 
appears from the following letter, exchanged for 
:hoſe of Mr. Harris. 
Copy of a letter from Mr. Clegg to the Rev. Mr. 
Harris, | 


«« Dear Sir. 

This morning Mr. Sudell called on me, and we 

exchanged Accounts, —I fend you Mr. Williams's. 
© Yours fincerely, 

Aus CEEGG,”” 


*« Hanover-ſtreet, 22d February, 1780.” 


We are the more particular in aſcertaining the de- 
livery of Mr. Harris's Accounts from original letters, 
which might otherwiſe have been ſuppreſſed without 
detriment to our narrative, becauſe it has been confi- 
dently and maliciouſly reported, that his Accounts 
were never produced. We ſhall ſoon be under the ſame 


diſagreeable neceſſity of deſcending to a minute rela- 


tion of circumſtances reſpecting the delivery of his 
Accounts, prior to the arbitration held at Preſton. 
Such is the ſtubborn temper of party-ſpirit, that the 


plaineſt facts are often controverted, and as often 
Cs | denied, 
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denied, for want of better arguments to ſupport the 
viſible imbecillity of a ruinous cauie, 


While the parties were peruſing each other's ac- 
counts, Mr. Clegg, with a view to accelerate the final 
adjuſtment of the differences, and anxious to effect a 
tnendly accommodation without the interpoſition of 
legal proceſs, wrote the following letter to Mr. Sudell. 

« Dear Sir, 


© delivered Mr. Williams's Accounts to Mr. 
Harris, who will look them over, and make his 
*« remarks thereon; and he has authorized me to 
« ſay, that he is now (as he ever was) ready to refer 
*< all their diſputes to the determination of three im- 
partial perſons.— And, that no objections may 
*« ariſe on either fide, I propoſe that ſuch three per- 
*« ſons ſhall be of a different perſuaſion from the 
*« contending parties; and if you will name three 
«« fuch*perſons, I will name three others; and then, 
out of thoſe fix we cannot fail of fixing upon three 
that are equal to ſuch an undertaking as this is.— 
« If we were to fix upon two perſons, who uſually 
«« endertake the ſettling of Accompts, and a third 
«man to decide between them two, I think this 
«© matter might be adjuſted with credit to the parties, 


10 an ſatisfaction to all thoſe, who intereſt themſelyes 


in this matter. If you agree with me in this 
mode of fettling the diſputes between thoſe Gen- 
„% tlemen, you will name the perſons intended as 


„Referees: and, in any event, let me have an 


o immediate anſwer. 

4 J am, dear Sir, 

3 * Your moſt obedient &c. 
on IP « Auks CLEGG.” 
*« Hanover-ftreet, 1ſt of March 1780. 


* 
141 
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Here it is neceſſary to obſerve, that, antecedent 
% the above, where perſons of a different perſuaſion 
are propoſed, as being leſs connected with the par- 
ties, a propoſal had been repeatedly made to Mr. 
Williams, from tune to time, to refer the determina- 
tion of the difference to an equal number of friends 
of the congregation on both ſides. But this rational 
propoſal, ſo conformable to the Biſhop's declaration, 
concerning the right of the Congregation to ſettle 
the difference, was conſtantly rejected by Mr. Wil- 
liams upon this ſingular principle, that. the Flack 
were not to lead their Paſtors. —lt were much to be 
wiſhed, that Mr. Williams had made better uſe of 
this principle, evidently extraneous to the ſubject 
of temporal concerns, by not ſuffering himſelf zo be 
mifled hy ſome of his Fleck, to foſter diſſention, and 
o obſtru every avenue to reconciliation and peace. 


Mr, Clegg's letter, which we do not find was 
ever anſwered, had yet this good effect. A plan 
ſzemed nearly concluded by mutual conſent of the 
two profeſſional gentlemen employed by the parties, 
whereby the final determination of the differences was 
to be referred to them, in conjunction with Ralph 
Peters Eſq; counſellor at law, who very readily 
offered his ſervices to the parties, as he had before 
taken a very active Part in conciliating the differences. 
without any coercive meaſures of the law: this un- 
exceptionable impartial plan was immediately agreed 
to by Mr. Harris. Mr. Sudell himſelf, who all 
along had wiſhed for an amicable accommodation in 
preference to legal proceſs, ſeemed to entertain no 
doubt of Mr. Williams acquieſcing in the meaſure, 
and did, in conſequence, apply to Mr, Peters on 
the ſubject. EPR, | 5 q 
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Two months were now expiring, fince this ration,“ 
mode of ſettlement had been firit propoſed and part], 
agreed upon; and yet no ſatisfactory anſwer could 
be obtained from Mr. Williams to execute the bond-. 
This obſtinate and dilatory conduct, attended with 
daily diſturbances and diviſions in the Congregation, 
fully convinced Mr. Harris and his friends, tho: 
Mr. Williams was determined to try their patience 
to the laſt. It was, therefore, unanimouily reſolved, 
that Mr. Harris ſhould preis on Mr. Peters to file 
a bill in equity without delay. Accordingly, Wr. 
Harris waited on Mr. Peters, who, ſtill ſolicitous to 
prevent a ſuit, wrote the following Jetter to Mr. 
Sudell, in the preſence, and at the requeſt, of Mr. 
Harris, who was permitted to take a copy of it 
for his direction. 

Copy of a letter from Mr. Peters to Mr. Sudell. 

r. | | 

It has been with great difficulty Mr. Harris”: 
te patience could be kept up to poſtpone filing the 
*« bill till Mr. Williams's return (“), as a propoſal 
of reference has been on foot. I have bore upon 
«© Mr. Harris to wait till Mr, Williams's return, 
„ aſſuring him, that if Mr. Williams ſhall not, 
% immediately on his return, execute arbitration- 
«bonds, I ſhall not deſire the filing of the bill 
eto be at all longer poſtponed. If Mr. Williams 
is convinced (as every body, one would think, 
* muſt) of the propriety of having a diſpute between 
«« gentlemen of their cloath ended in this mode, and 
„the ill effect that a litigation muſt have on the 

„% minds 


(*) Mr. Williams was then in Wales, and had been gone ſome 
days before, unknown to Mr, Harris according to cuſtoms 


: 
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© minds of their hearers, and on the ſucceſs of their 
„ miniſterial labours, he will not heſitate any longer 


to execute boads on his refurn. As I ſhall be 


„% much out of town during the ſuammer ſeaſon, 
„could with ſome other arbitrator was 5 thought on 


rather than myſelſ, for one; dar if I cannot |} 

„ excuſed, as 1 believe I ſhall be in Liverpool 
„ about the 24th Inſtant, to meet Mr. Townſend 
« reſpecting the buſineſs cf a reference, if, whe 


«*E the arbitration-bonds are ſigned, you pleaſe to 
acquaint me thereof by a lie: to Plat-oridge, I Will 


* endeavour to cut out a day, when Jam then over, 
to meet you on the determination of this butineſs, 
„ which, for the reaſons above-mentioned, I wilk to 
be thus ended. I am, Sir, 
« Your moft humble Servant, 
«© Rairn PETERS.“ 
„ Church-ftreet, 10th May, 1780.“ 

The preſſing nature of this letter, and the Chriftian 
tenor of its contents, would, one would think, have 
been ſufficient to work on the mind of a Paſtor, Jeſs 
commended for his piety, moderation, and religious 
zeal, than Mr. Williams has been by his friends, 
compromiſe the difference without the leaſt heſitation 
or demur. But, unwilling to hazard the monoply of 
his dear Eccleffaſtical temporalities, which, he had 
every reaſon to apprehend, would never meet the 
ſanction of three ſuch impartial Referees, men of 
ſtrict hononr and integrity; he choſe to diſpiſe the 
Chriſtian inter poſition of a diſintereſted Lawyer, by 
not even giving directions to comply with the com- 
nion civility of anſwering his letter, 


SECTION. 
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THE BILL IS FILED: THE PROSECUTION 15S D15 
CONTINUED : THE DIFFERENCE IS LEFT TO RE 


FERENCE, AND AN AWARD IS MADE, 


HOEVER has peruſed the precedent Section 

with any degree of impartial attention, muſt 
certainly acquit Mr. Harris and his friends of the 
unjuſt imputation of forcing Mr. Williams into a 
Suit, which he had ſo many opportunities to prevent, 
and which he had often been entreated in the moſt 
friendly manner to prevent on the moſt eaſy and 
reaſonable terms. 


Neither can any one juſtly charge Mr. Harris or 
his friends with being either too precipitate or too 
violent in adopting this neceſſary mode of bringing 
the conteſt to a concluſion. Six months, at leaſt, 
of legal correſpondence were elapſed, before the 
affair was committed to the inſpection of a court; 
during which time every other impartial mode of 
friendly accommodation was proferred, to no effect, 
Previous to that correſpondence, various methods 
had beeen propoſed, which, no ſooner they were 
agreed to by both parties, but were immediately 
evaded or rejected by Mr. Williams. The Biſhop's 
plans and intimations had no effect on Mr. Williams. 
His word and promiſes were no longer binding, 
than while conſiſtent with his conveniency or ſecret. - 
views; and, regardleſs of former agreements and 
legal: threats, he continued, all the while, appro- 
priating to himſelf what was in juſtice due to Mr. 
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Harris. —Vet, after all, is it not very ſurpriſing, 
that Mr. Williams fiovld have the confidence to 
aſſert, in a letter to the Arbitrators at Preſton, di- 
rected to the Rev. Mr. Sewall, hat Mi.. Harris, to 
the great ſcandal of the Church and of the while Nation, 
had crammed law down his throat, <vithout the leg, 


neceſſity for ſo dcing? How far this very elegant 


delicate, and claſhe expreſſion may be conſiſtent with 
any degree of apparent truta, is left to the judg- 
ment of any perſon, who can but read the above 
tranſactions, and has any pretenitons to common 
tenſe. 

It Mr. Williams, as it appears, in his letter io 
Mr. Clegg, foreſaw, with the utmoit concern, 51. 
great ſcandal of church and nation, as the conſequence 
of a ſuit; that is, as the conſequence of his ſtub- 
born conduct in rejecting, without diſtinction, the 
moſt equitable and rational plans of friendly accom- 


modation offered to him; why did he ſuffer the 


Church to be thus expoſed? May we venture to 
ſuppoſe, that the parting with ſome pecunfary emo- 
luments, or bench-monies, which were Mr. Harris's 
right and property, was conſidered by a perſon of 
Mr. Wilhams's eccleſiaſtical knowledge, diſintereſt- 
edneſs, and piety, a greater ſcandal to the church, 


than that which, he apprehended, would be occa- 


toned by a ſuit? 


But let this be as it may, for it would be an 
affront to common ſenſe to dwell any longer on the 


palpable incompatibility of Mr. Williams's conduct 
with his pretended regard for the church, à bill 


was, at laſt filed againſt him, the purport of which 


was an abftrat of ſuch facts and claims as are Rated 
in the firſt ſection of this Appeal: facts and claims 
grounded 


». 
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grounded on the ſtricteſt principles of juſtice and 
truth. However odious this ſtep may appear to 
ſome, it had no other tendency in fact, but to prevail 
on Mr. Williams's obſtinacy to agree to an amicable 
ſcttlement of all diſputes. Had the plaintiff been 
actuated by any other motive, he never would have 
deſiſted from a profecution, which, from Mr. Wil- 
lams's inability to anſwer the Bill, gave him every 
aſſurance of ſucceſs, on the very firſt ſymptom of a 
friendly termination: but ſuch was his inclination 
to peace, that, finding Mr. Williams neither durſt 
nor could put in his anſwer, and that the very laſt 
term allowed by the law (for fo far did Mr. Williams 
hold out) was within ſeven days of being expired, 
he very generoufly choſe to drop the ſuit, and haz- 
zarded all his juſt claims and property, by referring 
the ſame to the deciſion of Mr. Williams's favourite 
Arbitrators, rather than Mr. Williams ſhould be 
expoſed to the rigour of the law, and the humiliation 
of being caſt. How much more edifying muſt Mr. 
Harris's conduct appear in this inſtance, in which 
he had every proſpect of ſucceſs, than that of Mr. 
Williams in a late ſcandalous proſecution, which, 
carried to the highelt pitch of reſentment, and being 
himſelf on the brink of inevitable ruin, and void 
of every appearance of ſucceſs, was at laſt ſtopt by 
the chriſtian g2nerofity of the defendants! But of 
this we ſhall have occaſion to ſpeak at large, before 
we begin the ſecond part of this Appeal, 


Mr. Harris's generous ſubmiſſion to this mode of 
reference, though actuated by the belt of motives, 
proved yet in the ſequel of irreparable detriment to 
him. We may ſafely venture to aſſert, that the 
whole proceſs of this tranſaction betrays the ſtrongeſt 

ſymptoms 


r 


* 
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ſymptoms of a preconcerted plan, of inſncerity an 
party-ſpirit. Let the fact, with its attending cir- 
cumitances, ſpeak for jitfelf. 

About the latter end of the month of September 
1780, the Rev. Meſſrs. Sewall and Brewer, the e for- 
mer of Preſton, the latter of Lydiate, aſterwards 
appointed Arbitrators between Meſſrs. Williams and 
Harris, finding that the laſt legal term was very 


near expiring, and that Mr. Williams had not put 
in his anſwer to the bill, and was in confequcuge 


of it, in danger of being caſt, made à pertona! ap- 
plication to a reſpectable Gentleman in th connty, 
engaging their word, that, if Mr. Harris would cop 
the ſuit, and refer the determination of the difference 
to theniſelves, they would do him that juſtice, hich 
he was ſuing for, and would ſo Wia jitters 25 tc 


eltzbliſh his juſt claims to one moi:ty ef the place. 


Mr. Harris, who never wiſhed cr contended for 
more than his equal ſhare, purſuant to the terms cf 
his original agreement (whatever Mr. Williams may 
have wantonly reported to the contrary), immedi- 
ately acquieſced in the meaſure, as ſoen as the 
Gentleman acquainted him with their propoſal, which 
was ſoon after perſonally renewed to him by Mr. 
Brewer, and agreed to by Mr. Harris. Aſter this 
verbal conſent to the propoſed reference, Mr. Brewer 
requeſted of Mr. Harris a written plan of accommo- 
dation, ſuch as might be a direction to bim, in caſe 
the arbitration ſhould take place: this Mr. Harris 
promiſed to ſend him by poſt; and, in a few days, 
ſent him the following letter. 
ee Hear Sir, 

Though, according to promiſe, I purpoſed 
«© writing to you by laſt monday's poſt, yet, on 
'* 2co9ant. of ſome neceſiary avocations, which have 

| «© engrofied 
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« engroſſed all my time, I have been obliged to 
„ poſtpone it until now. This, I hope, will be a 
s ſuſicient apology for my delay. 

Here I tranſmit to you, for your direction, the 
following equitable plan of accommodation; which, 
when properly ratified by the two contending par- 
ties, will effectually preclude all further cauſe of 
*« ſcandal, and prevent, for the time to come, a new 
breach of domeſtic and public harmony. 


*© 1. Let the two Incumbents, for the future, live, 
as they do at preſent, in two ſeparate houſes: they 
Hare both cqually convenient: the income is more 
than ſufficient; each Incumbent will have gol. per 
year, and upwards. The contrary practice has al- 
ways been in this place the principal cauſe of all 
paſt diſturbances. 


1 6 


2. Let the Bench- money, Poor's- money, and 
„ perquiſites, be equally divided between the two 
** Incumbents. There can be no reaſon to the con- 
„ trary ; both are equally liable to be called out; 
both have, or way have, an equal number of ſick 
poor, more or leſs ; both are ſuppoſed to be equally 
ready to attend where occaſion requires it. | 

© 3. Let one, two, or more perſons of character be 
** choſen by both the Incumbents to collect the Bench 
and Poor's-money, and let theſe divide the ſame 
*« equally between them, when collected. This, as 
the late Biſhop Walton very juſtly obſerved with re- 
** gard to the Bench-money, will not only ſave us the 
*« diſagreeable taſk of collecting them, but will alſo 
enable us to attend more ſteadily to our functions. 

6e 4. Let the two Incumbents, alternately, that is, 
*«« half-yearly, take care of the Chapel, both as to ex- 
„ pences, diſpoſition of benches, &c. This will not 
« only 
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only divide the burthen equally, but will effectually 
prevent all partiality in the diſtribution of benches ; 
* which, of late years, has given great offence to 
« many families, as Mr. Williams has always given 
«© the preference to his friends. 

* 5. Let both the Incumbents at their reſpectise 
% houſes, alternately, that is, half-yearly, entertain 
« all tne Brethren that come to Town, and let the 
other Incumbent be always apprized of the comp: 
ny, as ſoon as poſlible, and be one of the party, if 
agreeable :. this is neighbourly, brotherly, and very 
* edifying to the public (*). 


Lo 
— 
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6. Let no alteration of any kind be made in e 
Chapel, but by mutual conſent ; and let cach In- 
cumbent contribute a certain i ſum out of their 
income (as they ſhall agree) towards keeping tlie 
* ſame in decent order. 
Now, as this rational plan is offered to your con- 
ſideration, and that of your joint-referce, with the 
ſole view to ſtop all litigious proceedings at Law, 
already commenced; 7 muit beg leave to add to 
the foregoing articles, which are the natural reſult | 
of the terms of agreement entered into between 
Mr. Williams and myſelf, at my firſt coming to 
e ſerve this place, that, as I am willing to overlook 
all Mr. Williams's paſt accounts, though big with 

*« the 


Aa 
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(%) Let not the Reader imagine, that the Incumbents were un- 
der any obligation of entertaining the Brethren when in Town. 
It way only a mere cuſtomary civility, which they always ſhewed to 
Strangers of their own Body. But becauſe Mr, Williams and 
lome of his friends had made uſe of this voluntary practice as, 4 
powerful argument to de duct from Mr. Harris's equal ſhare, this 
propoſal was therefore made by Mr. Harris with a view to obvi- 
ate all complaints of <xtraordinary expences on that heads 
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the greateſt abſurdities and extravagancies ; ſv | 
is cannot, in juſtice to myſelf, renounce to an equi. 
| table ſhare of the profits of the Chapel fince my 
[4 *« ſeparation from him: but, even this, I entirely 
li; c« {k&bmut to your joint-determination, 


— 


“ Reſpecting the furniture of Mr. Willtams's houſe, 
3 e remain as they are at preſent, provided 
© may be allowed to have two beds out of five, an 
«ths + far niture of my room. This, I think, is a very 
N moderate demand. 
5 « Tn fine, that peace may be eſtabliſned upon 20 
1 * laſting foundation, let theſe Regalations be extend 
i ed to all future Incumbents; and let Mr. WII. 
by ** hams's houſe be appropriated to the oldeſt and 
th mine to the youngeſt Reſident in the place, for 
the time to come.“ | 
J am, dear Sir, with great regard, 
| % Your moft obedient humble Servant, 
* RayYuund HARRIS. 
Liverpool, October 11, 1780. 


” 


l The unexceptionable equitableneſs of the above 
ll plan needs no eacomium to recommend it even to 
; prejudice itſelf: and in order to make it ſtill more 
ö Palatable to Mr. Williams, the mention of Truſtees, 
|. | io dilguſting to him, was ſtudiouſly avoided. In this 
* unexceptionable light it was viewed by the Rev. 
1 Mr. Brewer, who,: by return of the poſt, ſent the 
|. following anſyer.— 


% Dear Sir, 

«I received your kind favour yeſterday. Your 
«« plan of accommodation does you much honour. 
f Mr. Wüliams does not come into your terms, 
he mult be condemned by all. I have read youi 
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« letter to Mr. Brockholes and Mr. Fazakerley (*) ; 
« and they both agree, every article to be very 
« reaſonable: I ſhall take care to juſtify you in 
„all companies. I hope you have ſent Mr. Sewall 
«« a copy of the ſaid articles, —-When I was at 
« Preſton, he had not received a letter from Mr. 
« Williams. I doubt much, whether he will refer 
« the affair to us; as I hear he has wrote to the 
new, Biſhop (F). Take care to apply to his 
« Lordſhip, if you find it neceſſary: 1 am certain 
he will agree to your plan. 
«« | remain, dear Sir, 
© Ever yours with regard and eſteem, 
«« THomas Barewer.” 
e October tie 13th, 1780. 


Here we mult beg leave to be indulged with the 
liberty of making a few curſory obſervations, which 
appear to us indiſpenſably neceſſary to unravel the 
the myſterious proceſs of the ſubſequent Arbitration. 


Firſt: it is worth obſerving, that, though Mr. 
Brewer expreſſed the greateſt approbation of Mr. 
Harris's plan; yet in the Award, which, as declared 
by Mr. Sewall in a letter to Robert Blundeil, Eſq; 
July 2d. 1782, was entirely made by him and ano- 
ther Gentleman, without the immediate concurrence 


(% Joſeph Brockholes of Claugnton, and Hawarden Fazakerley 
of Fazakerley, Eſquires, fince deceaſed, 


% 


(5) After the much-lamented death of the very Rev. Mr, 
Walton, wiuch happened ſome time before this letter was written, 


the very Rev. Mr. Matthew Gibſon of Headlam, was appointed a 


to preſide over the Northern Diſtziet, under the title of Biſhop 
of CoMANA»s 
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of Mr. Sewall, no other article of that plan was adopt. 
ed in fact, but that only which related to the equal 
diviſion of perquiſites and poor-money, 


Secondly : it is allo very obſervable, that, thous! 
Mr. Williams had, all along, inſiſted on leaving tlie 
determination of the differences to the deciſion of the 
Brethren, was yet very reluftant to give aſſent to 
that mode without ſome previous correſpondence witli 
the new Biſhop. What might be the purport of this 
ſecret correſpondence, will perhaps tranſpire very 
ſoon. 


Laſtly: it is very neceſſary to obſerve, that from 
Mr. Brewer's letter to Mr. Harris, as well as from 
that of Mr. Harris to Mr. Brewer, and the propoſal 
made to him by the above reſpectable Gentleman for 
referring the matter to the arbitrament of Prieſts, the 
final determination of the difference was to be ſub- 
mitted to no other Referees, but to Meflrs. Sewall 
and Brewer, one in behalf of each party: and yet, 
when Mr. Wilhams's Arbitration-bond was executed, 
Mr. Harris found, to his great ſurpriſe, that the 
name of the Rev. Mr. Dunn of Preſton, was inſerted 
as a joint-arbitrator, contrary to agreement. Not, 
that Mr. Harris had any perſonal objestion, as ap- 
pears from his letter to Mr. Sewall on the occaſion, 
to Mr. Dunn being called in as a third, in caſe the 
other two ſhould not be unanimous, but only that the 
inſertion of a third name, which Mr. Harris ſuffered 
to remain, leſt he ſhould be deemed to retract his 
conſent, was, in fact, an impoſition : whether real or 
intended, is more than we can tell. This, however, 
is certain according to Mr. Sewall's declaration in the 
above letter to Mr. Robert Blundell, that hz (Mr. 
Sewall) 4% Malts. Dunn and Brewer to draw up the 


articles of the Award, Ot 
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Of the above impoſition Mr. Williams is perfectly 
clear. In a letter from Mr. Sewall to Mr. Harris, 
dated October 29, 1780, it 1s viſible, that he had 
been informed by Mr. Sewall, that Mr. Harris was 
willing to leave the affair to the three gentlemen juſt 
mentioned; accordingly he inſerted all the three names 
in the bond. But how Mr. Brewer, without ever 
aſcing Mr. Harris the queſtion, preſumed to give 
Mr. Sewall that information, as appears from the 
ſame letter, we will not venture to decide. It is 
evident from the tenour of his own letter, that of 
Mr. Harris and his joint-application with Mr. Sewall 
to the above reſpetable Gentlemen, that he never 
made ſuch propoſal to Mr. Harris. It is therefore 
equally evident that Mr. Harris never gave ſuch 
conſent, as aſſerted by Mr. Brewer. Mr. Harris 1s 
willing to take his oath that he not only never gave 
ſuch conſent to Mr. Brewer, but that ſuch propoſal 
was never made to him by Mr. Brewer, or any other 
perſon, 


Soon after Mr. Harris had agreed to ſubmit the 
final determination of his temporal differences with 
Mr. Williams to the arbitrament of eccleſiaſticks, 
he received the following letter from the new Biſhop, 
who, it ſeems, had not as yet been informed of his 
aſquieſcence in that meaſure. As the letter is im- 
mediately connected with ſome ſubſequent tranſ- 
actions, we beg leave to recommend it to the par- 
ticular attention of the reader. 


Copy of a letter from the very Rev. Mr. Gibſon 
to the Rev. Mr. Harris. 


© Dear Sir, 
«It is with the greateſt concern I hawe received 
repeated accounts of the differences, which ba ve long 
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«« ſubſified between you and Myr. WW, tliams, reflecti, 
highly upon your character, and ſpreading ſcan 
* dal beyond the limits of this diſtricc-. F „ee 
© received a Full end explicit infurmation of their Fe: 
« and progreſs, neillen do I wifh it. The point at 
«« preſent is to terminate your diſſentions in ſack a 
** manner as to edify the world, and proclaim you 
„ worthy miniſters of that religion, which knows 
* no other treaſures than good works and the riches 
of grace, ever content to receive as an alms what- 
ever people are pleaſed to give her. I muil 
<< earneſtly 1ntreat you, Sir, to agree with Mr. 
Williams upon ſome mode of ſettling your dif- 
*« ferences, more conformable to the Canons (which 
© breath diſcretion and moderation, not a ſpirit of 
e bitterneſs and contention), than going to Law, 
e evhich I truſt you will not think of, particularly 
<< jn theſe times, when our common Enemies are 
«© deſirous of ſeizing every opportunity cf expoſing 
„gur Religion and her Miniſters to contempt.—In 
«« my own mind, but J expe little regard <will be 
de gald to my advice, I would with the affair to be 
«« decided by your own Brethren, to which, if you 
once agree, I confide you will abide by their de- 
ve termination, and not, by renewing your diſtenſions, 
„ oblige me to tale ſome more ctectual ſtep to pre- 
vent the unhappy conſequences of the ſcandal 
which will neceſſarily enſue.—l hope the God of 
peace will inſpire you with a ſpirit of concord and 
„harmony in promoting the eternal welfare of thoſe 
„he has committed to your care.—I remain, 
«« Your very obedient humble Servant, 

| «© MATT. GIBSON.“ 

*« TTeadlam, near Darlington, 
«« 14th October, 1780.“ 
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As this letter is the firſt in this new line of correſ- 
bondence, the following obvious obſervations may, 
perhaps, be deemed neceſſary to elucidate ſome ſubſe- 
quent proceedings. 

11t, As none of Mr. Harris's friends, that we can 
ſind, ever ſent to his Lordſhip, before he wrote this 
letter, any account of the differences ſubſiſting be- 
tween him and Mr. Williams, the repeated accounts 
he declares to have received, muſt have been {-nt 10 
him by the friends of Mr. Williams : this appears evi- 
dent from their tendency ; for they were highly refle2- 
ing upon the character of Mr. Harris, not on tis 

character of Mr. Williams. 

2d. As the Biſhop did net wiſh te receive a full and 
explicit information of the riſe and progreſs of the differ- 
ences ; it is plain he was fully ſatisfied with the ac- 
counts he had received from one fide, and did not 
even wiſh to hear from the other, leſt he ſhould re- 
ceive a fall and explicit information reſecting highly 
upen the character of Mr. Williams. That he never 
received, or even wiſhed to receive, a full and ex- 
plicit information of the caſe, is a very material de- 
claration, and will inſenſibly lead the 1eader through 
ſeveral ſtages of his ſucceeding conduct. 

zd, As the Biſhop molt earneſtly entreats Mr. 
Harris, uot even to think of going to law, for the 
reaſons above ſpecified; for the ſame reaſons, we 
apprehend, he would moſt earneſtly have. entreated 
Mr. Willlams in this, or any other caſe, act even to 
think of adopting the ſame mode. How far this en- 
treaty was reciprocal, when Mr. Williams did not 
only think of adopting, but did in fact adopt, legal 
meaſures, to the great ſcandal of religion, will ſoon 
appear in a very ſtriking light. 

4th, It is manifeſt from the words—But I expect 
little regard wwill he paid to my advice, that one part 
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of the repeated account; he had received, was, that 


Mr. Harris had paid little regard to the advice of 


his Lordſhip's Predeccfior; or elſe, what could indnce 

him to expect fo little regard from Mr. Harris, be- 
fore he had ever tried him? As the meaning of the 
words is obvioufly no other, would it not have been 
more proper to have {cnt them to Mr. Williams, who 
had paid ſo little regard to the late Biſhop's advice? 

But little as the regard might be which he expected 
Mr. Harris would pay to his advice, Mr. Harris did 
certainly comply with it long before Mr. Williams, 
and without any fecre/ dere with his Lorad- 
ſhip on the ſubject, previous to his acquieſce! 
The firſt account we can trace of Mr. Wil: ae 
compliance with his Lord 919 56 advice is from a lette 
of Mr. Sewall's to Mr. Harris, dated Ottober 29, 
1780; whereas Mr. Harris acquieſced in the mea- 
ſure as ſoon as it was propoſed to him by Mr. 
Blundell about the latter end of the month of oy 
tember, in conſcquence of the joiut-application mad 
to him by Mefirs. Sewall and Brewer... 

The parties being now agreed. to refer their tem 
poral controverſies to the deciſion of the Rev. Mel 
Sewall, Dunn, auch Brewer, ol any two of che three, 
Bonds of Arbitration were according! 
exchanged, extending 

Mr. - Harris, in order to affo:d the Albitr. tot“ 
ſuſſicient time to regulate the award, gave MH. Brow 
nominated by him to act in his | | 
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IF iitiams's bond and accounts. Tu d lelwerv, as far 
as he can recolica from the particular circumſtance 
f Mr. Brewer promiſing, to be at Prefton on the 
Monday following, to meet Lis fellow-arbitraters 
made on Saturday the 11th of Never ber, en 1:4 
accidentally came to town, He gave him no othe 
papers whatever, no other propoſals, but ſuch 

are ſtated in Mr, Harris's plan, mentioned in page 60, 
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nich he had before ſent him at his requeſt: he 
A not even furniſh him with any particular charges 
:cainkt Mr. Williams; expecting, as is utual in ſuch 
caſes, that the parties would be broughr face to 
#.ce before the Referees. Mr. Williams, on the 
contrary, in lieu of ſending to Mr. Sewall, nominated 
by him to act in his behalf, Mr. Harris's bond and 
accounts, (the latter of which, as will ſoon appear 
from a letter of Mr. Sewall's, he never did tranſmit 
10 the Arbitraters), ſent him a very virulent letter 
(the greateſt part of which is now in our poſſeſſion). 
full of bitter complaints againſt Mr. Harris, and cf 
propoſals of the molt unreaſonable kind. This letter 
he forwarded to Mr. Scwall, even beſore he ſent him 
the bond. I have received Mr. Williams's propoſals, 
ſays Mr. Sewall, in a letter to Mr. Harris, dated 
November 1oth, 1780, but not the bond. But why 
with-hold the bond and accounts, and tend only ac- 
cuſations and propoſals ? 


The complaints, or rather juſtification of himſelf 
(fill extant in its original form), which Mr. Harri. 
preſented afterwards to the Arbitrators, was a modeſt 
reply to Mr. Williams's charges againſt him, prepared 
at the particular requeſt of Mr. Sewall, who, in il 
letter to Mr. Harris, dated November 19th, expreſſed 
that requeſt in the following words:“ As Mr, 
Williams deſires to know what accuſations you 
have againſt him, that he may anſwer them, and 
as you have not as yet, ſent in any, if you chuſe 
to make any complaints, or bring any accuſations, 
we wiſh you to have them ready againſt Tueſday 


morning (“). I will here ſend me of Mr. 
2 e Williams 


(*) Tueſday morning, being the g1ſt of the ſame month, the 
Arbitrators came to Liverpool. 
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** Williams's propoſals for you to prepare your 
% anſwers.”” ($) 

Here we are ſorry to be under the neceſſity of 
interrupting the ſeries of our narrative: but the 
unremitted pains taken by Mr. Williams and hi; 
friends to circulate, without either fear of conviction, 
or ſhame of being convicted, that Mr. Harris never 
tranſmitted to the Arvitrators, Mr. Williams's ac- 
counts, having repreſented him as the only cauſe 
of the inconcluſivenels of their award, and the author 
ef the enſuing broils, we think it indiſpenſably in- 
cumbent on us to make this tedious digreflion. Such 
however, is the inconſiſtent ſpirit of falſhood, that, 
we hope, the following animadverſians will ſoon con- 
vince the reader, that Mr. Williams was the very 
man, who, by nct tranſmitting to the Arbitrator: 
Mr. Harris's accounts, was the real author of both. 


Bat previous to the diſcuſſion cf this point, we beg 


leave to remind the reader, that Meſſrs. Williams and 
Harris had mutually exchanged their accounts on the 
22d of February 1780 (+); juſt ten months within 
two days before the award was concluded. —The 
accounts then, that Mr. Williams had to tranſmit 19 
the Arbitrators were Mr. Harris's accounts, and the 
accounts that Mr. Harris had to tranſmit to the ſame, 
were thoſe of Mr. Williams. Let ns now examine, 
how Mr. Sewall (Arbitrator in behalf of Mr. Wi! 
liams) expreſſes himſelf on this ſubject, in anſw:: 


to a letter from Mr. Hemy Billinge. 
| Copy 


(It was with the utmoſt difficulty, that Mr. Harris cou!) 
get a fight of theſe propoſals and complaints, as couched in Mt. 
Williams's bitter letter. Mr. Sewall's delicacy, afraid of expoling Mr. 
Williams, was the only objection to Mr. Harris's demand. 


(+) See page 57» 
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Copy cf a Letter from Mr. Henry Billinge to the 
Rev. Mr. Sewall. 
Sir, 

It having been reported in this town, that Mr. 
*« F[arris either did not tranſmit to the Arbitrators 
„ ſuch accounts he had in his hands of Mr. Williams, 
or if he did, he detained them fo long as to 
prevent the Arbitrators from peruſing them time 
enough to give a deſicive award, reſpecting the 
** arrears or money matters left unſettled, —This is 
therefore humbly to requeſt of you the favour to 
inform me whether Mr. Harris did or did not, 
furniſh you with Mr. Williams's accounts previous 
to the award; and if he did, how long before the 
award was ſettled you received the accounts from 
him. —I allo beg you will be fo kind as to acquaint 
me which party's accounts came firſt into the hands 
of the Arbitrators, viz. thoſe tranſmitted by Mr. 
„Williams, or thoſe by Mr. Harris: and, if poſ- 
*« ible to inform me what ſpace of time there was 
** betwixt both accounts meeting the Arbitrators. 
'* Your anſwer per return of the poſt will oblige, 

«« Sir, 
«© With due reſpect and eſteem, 
© Your obedient humble Servant, 
| HENRY BILLINGE.”? 
Liverpool, February 15th 1782. 
Copy of Mr. Sewall's anſwer to Mr. Billinge. 
Sir, 

] received yours to-day, which [ haſten to anſwer 
** according to your deſire; though the queſtions you 
are pjeat2d to put to me, appear not to be of very 
'* material conſequence, coniidering the preſent cir- 
'" Cuuntlances of affairs; yet, as « gentleman, you 
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„ are entitled to an anſwer to them; which I wil 
*© endeavour to give in as ſincere and candid a man- 
* ner as I can. 

* To the firit queſtion I anſwer, that Mr, Harri 
never ſent in any accounts of Mr. Williams. 

«« Secondly, We received Mr. Williams's account: 
„three or four days before the award was made; 
but they were ſent us by Mr. Williams, and not by 
« Mr. Harris. 

«© Thirdly, I am not ſure, we ever received IM: 
*« Harris's accounts; but I zhink they were brought te 
5 Preſton, the day before the award was made, , 
“ Mr. Brewer. 

** But it appears to me immaterial, whoſe account: 
** came firit, as we had not time on that day, the 
award was made, to examine, compare, and adjust 
the accounts, and we defired Mr. Harris to allow 
us more time for that purpoſe, which he refuled, 
** This is the main reaſon, they were not ſettled, and 
© why the award ſays—and the ſaid parties not agrec- 
ing to allow us any further time fer that purpoſe Sc. 

% Lam, Sir, 
* Your obedient humble Servant, 
N. SEWALL. 
« Preſton, February 16, 1732. 


We are really at a loſs how to account for the con- 
tents of this letter, conſiſtently with the opinion We 
wiſh to entertain of Mr. Sewall's integrity and can- 
dour. The contents ſeem, at firlt ſight, intended to 
hold forth Mr. Harris as the real cauſe: of the un- 
deciſivenefs of the award, by not tranſraitting tot! 
Arbitrators Mr, Williams's accounts; and vet 
fame contents, carefully confronted with the follow :: 
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animadverſions, will evince to demonſtration, that 
it was Mr. Williams's perſonal fault, that their award 
was not deciſive, by him not tranſmitting to the ſame 
Mr. Harris's accounts. The reader ſnall judge 


himfelf. 
Firſt, Mr. Sewall aſſerts, that M.. Harris never 


ſent the Arbitrators any accounts of Mr. Williams 


neither was it his buſineſs, or indeed, in his power, 
to ſend any. He had long before given thote ac- 
counts to Mr. Brewer (Arbitrator in his behalf tat © 
it was therefore Mr. Brewer's buſineſs, and not Mr. 
Harris's, to ſnew the ſame to the Arbitrators when 
met together. To prove any thing againſt Mr. 
Harris's conduct in this reſpect, it ought to be proved 
with poſitive arguments, what Mr. Sewall's affertion 
does not even attempt, that Mr. Harris never de- 
livered Mr. Williams's accounts to his own Referee 
Mr. Brewer. 


Secondly, “ We reccived Mr, Williams's accounts 
„ (ſays Mr. Sewall) three or four days before the 
* award was made; but they were ſent us by Mr. 
*© Williams and not by Mr. Harris.“ It has been 
rep*atedly obſerved before, that Mr. Williams had 
exchanged his own accounts for thoſe of Mr. Harris: 
how then could Mr. Williams ſend his own accounts 
to the arbitrators, ſince the ſame are ſuppoſed by 
Mr. Sewall to have been in the hands of Mr. Harris 
all the while? The contradiction is too evident to 
need farther refutation. 


Thirdly, «© I am not ſure (continues Mr. Sewall) 
we ever received Mr. Harris's accounts; but I 
** think they were brought to Preſton the day before 
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«© the award was made, by Mr. Brewer.” But in the 


firſt place, Mr. Sewall is under a miſtake reſpecting 
Mr. Brewer's journey to Preſton : Mr. Brewer arrived 
in Preſton on that bufineſs, not the day before, as 
eiferted, but 7wo days before the award was made: 


as a proof of this, he dined in Preſton with Mr. 


Harris on Monday the 18th of December 1780 (5). 
It is therefore evident from this faſt, that he did not 
bring the above accounts to Preſton, as aſſerted, the 
day before the award was made. In the ſecond place, 
as Mr. Brewer never received Mr. Harris's accounts 

but only thoſe of Mr. Williams, which Mr. * 
had given kim fo many werks ere, he never had 
it in 1 rower to take them to Frefton, either before 
[32 award was made, or at any other period of tine: 
ne therefore never brought them there. In fine: 
ünce it is evident, that Mr. Brewer brought none 
of Mr. Harris's accounts to Preſton, and Mr. Sewall 
ignifies that nobody elſe did ſend them there; it 
15 manifet from Mr. Sewall's declaration, that Mr. 
Williams newer tranſmitted, either ſeparately to Mr. 
Sexwwall, or Jaintly to the Arbitrators, Mr. Harris's 
accounts, It 1s therefore evident from Mr. S2wall's 
anſwer to Mr. Billinge, that Mr, Williams was the 
real cauſe of the award not being deciſive, and of the 


broils which did enſue in couſequence of it · 
To 


( Mr. Harris undertook this journey in company with Mr. 
Brewer, at the particular requeſt of Mr. Sewa!l, who alſo fixed the 
day; as may be ſeen in a letter of his to Mr. Harris, dated Decem- 
ber -12, 1780, wherein he ſays: „ wiſh you would come to 
« Preſton . immediately on the receipt of this; but if it will be 
more convenient to you next monday, you may come to Lydiate 
on Sunday, and come with Mr. Brewer, whom 1 expect on Mon- 
day.” Accordingly, on Monday the 18th of December, Mieſlts. 
Brewer and Harris arrived in Preſton about noon, 
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To the above obſervation it may not be improper 
to add, that the day after tl. award was made, Mr. 
Harris kaving demanded his papers from Mr. Sewall, 
he was directed by him to the back parlour of his 
houſe, where, in his preſence, Mr. Harris found in 
a drawer among the ret of the papers, Mr. Wil- 
liame's criginal accounts, the very identical accounts 
he had before received from Mr. Clegg when the 
accounts were exchanged. This Mr. Harris will 
aſſert upon oath, if required: and to relieve the moſt 
malicious (ſuch are the tempers of ſome we have to 
deal with) from every ſuſpicion of equivocation or 
craft, he will alſo aſſert wich the ſame ſolemn ſanc- 
tion, that, previous to the above diicovery, he never 
had the leaſt ſuſpicion or knowledge of the place, 
where the ſaid Accounts and papers were depoſited. 
By what means then did theſe Accounts come to 
Preſton? And how does this diſcovery agree with 
Mr. Sewall's account? | 

It is alſo very obſervable in this reſpe&, that, 
':ough Mr. Harris was in Preſton with the Arbitra- 
tors two days and a half before the Award was made, 
they never intimated to him the leaſt negle on his 
part in detaming Mr. Williams's Accounts. Tt was 
only, after new diſſenſions broke out on account of 
the Award, it was found expedient by ſome to 
charge him with a crime, of which he has been prov- 
ed innocent. I 

But Mr. Sewel! aeclares, that the Arbitrators de- 
fired Mr. Harris to allow thein more time for examin- 
Ing, comparing, and adjufting the Accounts, evhich he 
refujed. Be it ſo; though Mr. Harris docs not po- 
ſitively recollect, whether they did or not: he does 
remember (which is much the ſame), that on the gth 
of December, Mr. Williams defired him in the Veſtry 
D 5 to 
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to prolong the Bonds, which he refuſed ; not only ! 
cauſe he ſaw no neceſſity for adopting that meature, 
but becauſe the Gallery-rents of the Chapel becom- 


ing due five days after the expiration of the tin: 


already ſtipulated in the Bonds, he knew, from ex 


perience, what advantage Mr. Willlams would pro- 


bably take of that circumitance, and did not chute, 
on that account, to have further debates with him on 
that head. This was his reaſon for his refuſal : and 
whoever has peruicd the foregoing Sections of thi 
Appeal, will think, as we do, that his reaſon was 
good, —Beſides, two whole dass and a half, that the 
Arbitrators were together, were more than necefiar;, 
for adjuſting the Accounts: the {ame Accounts 
with very material additions, were afterwards ex: 
mined, compared, and adjuied in a few hou: 
by Mr. Sewall, with very little help from M. 


Blundell, 


But it is time we ſhould cloſe this tedious, but ne- 
ceſſary digreſſion, and reſume the thread of our narra- 
tive, reſpecting the progreſs of the Arbitration, 

it appears from a letter of Mr. Sewall to Mr. 
Harris, dated November 16, 1780, that, on Monduy 


the 13th of the fame month, two days after Mi 


Brewer had been with Mr. Harris, and received fron 


him Mr. Williams's Bond and Accounts, My. Brewer 


went to Preſton, and met Meſirs. Sewall and Dunn 
on the buiineis of the Reference. In confequencs 
of this meeting the Arbitrators agreed io meet aud 
hea r the Parties at Liverpoc! on the Tueſday follo- 


ing, being the 2 iſt, before they would come to an 
determination. Acc ee Mr. Sewall wrote the 


juſt mentioned letter to Mr. Harris, which was as 


thllowywe : 


« Dear 
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% Dear Sir. | 
Mr. Brewer was with us on Monday, but we 
'* have not as yet determined any thing. We pro- 
*© pole to meet at Mr, Williams's houſe on Tueſday 
„next, by 11 o'clock, where we hope to ſee you, and 
then after hearing both of you to determine 
«© what we twink moſt juſt and reaſonable.— We all 
* three wilt to re-eſtabliſh peace and harmony on a 
„ latting foundation: if we effect this, we ſhall be 
extremely happy. I will let you know the pro- 
** poſais of Mr. Williams, when I come to Liver- 
pool: in the mean time I am, Sir, 
„our obedient humble Servant, 
% N. SEWALL. ( 


„ Preſton, Nov. 16, 1780.“ 


On Tueſday the 21ſt of November the Arbitrators 
came to Liverpool, and, inſtead of meeting at Mr. 
Williams's houſe, as propoſed, they had a very ſu- 
perficial ſeparate hearing of the Parties at their re- 


ſpective houſes, ſuch indeed as muſt have given them 
a very imperfe& infight into the merits of the Conteſt. 


Mr. Harris read to the Arbitrators the letter he had 
received from the Biſhop ; upon which they inform- 
ed him, that another had been written by his Lord- 

D 6 ſhip 


(*) From the tenor of this letter it is eaſy to conclude, that on 
the 13th of November (above five weeks before the Award was 
made) when Mr. Brewer went to Preſton, and the Arbitrators met 
to deliberate on the buſineſs, they had every neceſſary paper: relative 
to the Reference; for they only wanted to hear the Parties in 6rder 
to determine what they. theught moſt juſt and reaſonable, that is, in 
order to make an Award, If any Accounts had been wanting, 
or if Mr, Harris had detained thoſe of Mr. Williams, as has been 
wantonly reported, why did not Mr. Sewall in this letter deſire 
Mr. Harris to have them ready againſt the day the Arbitrators 
were to meet at Liverpool ? 
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ſhip on the ſubje& of the Reference. Mr. Io 

earneſtly infiſted, that the contents of this let; 
ſhould be made known to him; but though one cf 
the Arbitrators was agreeable to it, he could by no 
means prevail on the other two to content; which, 
as it is natural to ſuppoſe, did not give him the molt 
favourable idea of the tendency of its contents. Wha: 
theſe contents were, as far as they ſeemed to influ- 
ence, or tend to influence, the judgement of the Ar- 
bitrators, will appear in the next Section. 

The Conteſt would have been finally terminated at 
Liverpool about this time, had not an unfortunate 
event prevented it. Mr. Sewall was fo dangerouſly 
hurt by an accidental fall, that he was entirely dit- 
abled for a conſiderable time from attending to bu- 
ſineſs of any kind. The Arbitration was accordingly 
poſtponed ; and the Arbitrators agreed afterwards to 
meet at Preſton on the 18th of December to proceci 
to the determination of the buſineſs, 

By this time, Mr. Williams, to whom Mr. Harris 
had communicated the reply he had made to his com- 
plaints and propoſals, with the view that he might 
have the opportunity of preparing his anſwers, had 
tranſmitted to the Arbitrators, without acquainting 
Mr. Harris, another remarkably long Epiſtle on the 
ſubject of Mr. Harris's reply, the contents of which 
the Arbitrators never offered to communicate to Mr. 
Harris, though preſent at the time. Neither aid 
Mr. Brewer take to Preſton Mr. Harris's plan of 
accommodation, which he had before ſo much ap- 
F Mr. Sewall, indeed, aſked him to produce 

; but he ſaid, he had left it at home. As it never 


was intended to be enforced, but to be almoſt entirely 


laid afide, it might, perhaps, be thought expedient 


to have that Monitor of Equity removed from his fight. 
But 


CE) 


r 


Rr 
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But be this as it may, the Arbitrators, furnithed 
with the above materials, ſet immediately to work; 
and, as Mr. Sewall was but imperfe&ly recovered 
from his fall, the whole was completed by the joint- 
labour of Meſſrs. Brewer and Duan, who were left by 
Myr. Se wall to draw up the Ariicles of the Award (+), 
which was afterwards figned by all three on the 20th 
day of December, 1780, the very laſt day to which 
the Bonds extended. 

As ſome of our readers will, perhaps, be curious 
to know the particulars of this famous award, the 
following ſpecimen will be ſufficient to gratify their 
curioſity. 

By the award Mr. Harris was forbidden all manner 
of interference with the chapel and its concerns, both 
as to the ſetting of benches, repairs, alterations, and 
other expences: but the whole was to be entirely 
and ſolely regulated by Mr. Williams, and Mr. 
Harris was to contribute his equal ſhare towards 
defraying whatever expences might be incurred, at 
the diſcretion of Mr. Williams. 


By the award, Mr, Harris was to pay one half of 
the taxes, neceſſary repairs, and other out- geg. 


of Mr. Williams's houſe, beſides thoſe of his own. 
By the award, Mr. Harris was not allowed even 
one.bed out of five, but only the liberty of ſleeping 


at Mr. Williams's houſe during fix calendar months 


from the date of the award. 


By the award, Mr. Harris was denied even a ſtos! 
or a Chair to fit on, and was ordered to return to Mr. 
Williams's houſe not only the books, but that part 
of the furniture of his lodging room, which he had 

| Jome 


(+) See page 70. 
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ſome time before carried into his houſe : though the 
whole furniture of Mr. Williams's houſe had alway: 
been deſtined for the uſe of hoth the incumbents, 
and a conſiderable part of it had been purchaſed hy 
{i Nr. Harris in conjunction with Mr. Williams, 


ih XC. Ne. 
| Hard as this ſentence may now appear to ſome, 


— 


as it did then to many others, yet Mr. Harris ſub- 


1 mitted to his fate without murmur or complaint: and, 
lf determined to fulfil every obligation of the award 
1 Without reitriétion, he immediately performed ſuch 
it articles as required immediate compliance. The ſen- 


1 tence, however ſevere, was not worſe than he had 
reaſon to expect: he had ſuſiclent grounds to appre- 
hend he might have fared ſtill worſe, 


rr 


| A "RECOMMENDATORY CLAUSE IN THE AWARD 
CREATES FRESH DISSENTIONS. MR. WILLIAM. 
BREAKS THE AWARD. MR. HARR1S 15 SUSPEND- 
ED FROM THE EXERCISE OP HIS MINISTERIa! 
FUNCTIONS. 


9 „ 


it Hatever tue real motive might be, that induced 
in ' Y the Arbitrators to leave the accounts unſettled in 
the above award, it muſt viſtbly appear to every 
diſcerning perion who has weighed the contents of 

the precedent ſection, that want of time can hardly 

be ſuppoſed to have been the real cauſe of that moll 
material omiſion. However, without entering farther 

into the merits of that tranſaction, already ſufficient!y 

explained, the fact is, the accounts were leſt unſettled 

in 


with an equal number on his ſide, to effect that 
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in the award. The Arbitrators, not unconſcious 
of the dangerous tendency cf this material omiſſion, 
in{tead of applying an effetual remedy to the wound, 
made it bleed a-freſh with great profuſion, by inſert- 
ing a recommendatory clauſe, which, from the un 
form tenour of Mr. Williams's evaſtve rs 
through the whole ſeries of the dierence, no one 
would have ever imagined would be 
any good, fo long as it left him roo 
creep out, 


1 of 


» 

1 

4 
— 
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This clauſe was a recommendation, and onlr a 
recommendation, from the Arbitrators to the parties, 
either to furniſh them with proper information, and 
conſequently to allow them more time to ſettle their 
accounts, or immediately to refer the ſame to 
arbitration of ſome of their friends at Liverpool, who, 
they thought, would, perhaps, have better or more 
opportunities to ſettle them to the mutual ſatisf: On 
of the parties. The meaning of this recommendation 
was obvious enough. It is evident, if chere * 
meaning in language, that the Aroiratery recom- 
mended to the parties, their friends at Liverpool, 
in preference to themſelves, they not Wa the ſame 
opportunities, as the friends to the parties, to ſettle 
them to their mutual ſatisfaction. 


In conſequence of this obvious and natural accent 

tion of the words of their recommendation, Mr. 
Harris immediately, (for ſo it was recommended) 
requeſted Mr. Williams more than once, he would 


nominate. one or more of his friends in conjunction 


ſettlement. He would even have agreed at that time 
to leave that ſettlement to the ſame Arbitrators, had 
not Mr. Brewer (whatever may be ſaid he has de- 
clared 
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clared ſince ()) repeatedly declared to him, he 
would have no farther concern with the buſineſs, 
But Mr. Williams, full ſtrongly prepoſſeſſed with his 
| favourite tenet, that none but eccleſiaſtics ought to 
I! ſettle the temporal accounts of eccleſiaſtics, though 
the eccleſiaſtic Arbitrators viſibly preferred the parties 
If friends at Liverpool, would by no means attend to 
| Mr. Harris's repeated requeſts, though ſo conform- 
| able to the literal ſenſe and meaning of the recom- 
if mendatory clauſe, 


Unfortunately for Mr. Williams, it was ſo ordered 
1 in two ſeparate articles of the award, that neither 
ll he nor Mr. Harris ſhould collect either rents or 
arrears of rents due for the benches in the chapel, 
but only ſuch perſons as were jointly to be nominated 
[1 by them; who were alfo to divide the ſame, as was 
} fiipulated in the award: and as the ſtate of the 
arrears conſtituted a principal part of their accounts, 
no colletiion or diviſion could take place till that 
point was finally ſettled, To evacuate this difficulty, 
without tranſgreſing the award (which condemned 
the delinquent to relinguiſb all future concerns with 
the chapel) required ſome ingenuity, or, in default 
of this, if either of the parties were inclined to ven- 
ture the lucrative experiment of ſo dangerous a 

breach, 


) It has been reported, that the Rev. Mr. Brewer, now at 


is ſaid to be now extant, written by him at the requeſt of a certain 
perſon, wherein the ſame is contradicted. If ſo, we muſt be under 
the painful neceſſity of referring the reader to page 71, where that 
Gentleman is proved to have aſſerted as a matter of fact, relative 
to the reference, what he never had the leaſt reaſon or authority 
to advance. The reader may judge from that inſtance what degree 


of credibility may be due in this to what, he is ſaid, to have aſſert- 
ed in his letter to lis friend, 


Briſtol, has ſince contradicted the above declaration; and a letter 
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breach, the execution required the utmoſt {eorecy. 
To this latter mode, being the moſt expeditious, 
Mr. Williams gave the preterence : accurdingly, on 
the 5th of February 1781, about fix weeks after the 
award was made (how ſoon before we have not been 
able to aſcertain) he began very deliberately to break 
two of the molt eſſential articles of the award, by 
perſonally collecting and appropriating to himſeli, 
both rents and arrears of rents, to a conſiderable 
amount. The original receipis now in our poileton 
given and ſigned by Mr. Williams for rents and ar- 
rears he had received from different perſons, in direct 
oppoſition to the award, are inconteſtable proofs o 
a fact, artfully concealed by him and ſome of his 
moſt partial friends, for a confiderable time, and 
palliated by the moſt unwarrantable means, hen the 
firſt ſymptoms of ſuſpicion were perceived, and even 
when the reality of the fact could no longer be 
diſputed (*). 


The criminality of Mr. Williams's conduct in this 
particular is much inhanced, by the very means he uſed 
to render it leſs ſuſpected by the public: for, While 
thus acting in direct violation of the award, without 
the leaſt provocation from Mr. Harris, he not only 
appeared remarkably zealous for the obſervance of 
the ſame, but ſtudiouſty endeavoured to remove every 


ſuſpicion of his own male- practices, by publickly ac- 
cuſing 


(*) Even fo far, as to make repeated attempts to recover 2 re- 
ceipt given by Mr, Williams without ever offering to return the ; 
money, and adviſing the party to declare, in cafe he ſhould be 
accuſed by any one of having returned the receipt to, palliate the 
breach, that it was lent money that Mr. Williams had had from 
him. This ſingular fact is prope: ly atteftzd and ceciulicd by the | 
party concerned in that tranſaction. 


GO . 


cuſing Mr. Harris, without being able to prove his 
allegation againſt him, of having violated ſeveral arti- 
cles of the award. 

Near nine months were elapſed ſince the award 
was made, and yet no viſible ſigns appeared of a final 
ſettlement of the accounts. This long interval of 
time, in which Mr. Williams committed reiterated 
breaches of the award, charitably charging Mr. Harris 
with treſpaſſes, of which he knew himſelf to be the 
2 guilty perſon, was buſily employed in gaining 

the Biſhop over to Mr. Williams's party, and prevail- 
ing on his Lordſhip to compel Mr. Harris to ſubmi: 
the ſettlement of his temporal concerns to the deciſion 
of { eccleſiaſtics. Their unwearied efforts proved ſuc- 
cefsful thus far; for, as the Biſhop did not even with 
to have from Mr. Harris a full and explicit informa- 
tion of the differences, or, indeed, any information 
at all, whatever attention he paid to the information 
of his adverſaries (S), Mr. Harris never durſt pre- 
ſume to difturb his Lordmip's ret with any unwel- 
come applications, though iufictently well acquainted 
all the while with the intrigues, that were carried on 
againſt him by ſome of Mr. Williams's friends. 


As ſoon as the Biſhop yiclded to their ſolicitations, 
the Rev. Mr. William Molyneux of Stonyhurit, then 
tlie Biſhop's Vicar, ad nainted Mr. Harris by letter, 
Bearing date September 10th 1781, that he had re- 
ceived peremptory orders from the Biſhop ** to require 
„of him to ſubmit the ſettling of the accounts to 
three of his Brethren ; otherwiſe, that his Lordſhip 
« was determined to ſuſpend him without furthe: 
4% delay.“ 

Mr. 


(5) See the Biſhop's letter to Mr. Harris, page 72. 
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Mr. Harris, who ſtill remembered the follow ins 
clauſe in his Lordſhip's firſt letter to him inſerted in 
page 72, I would wiſh the affair to be decided by 
« your own brethren, to which, if you once agree, |! 
«**confide you will abide by their determinination, and 

not, by renewing your diſſentions, oblige me to 
take ſome more effectual ſtep to prevent the unhappy 
con ſequences of the ſcandal which will neceſlarily 
enſue,“ could not bring himſeif to believe, that 
his Lordſhip would now require of him, under pain 
of ſuſpenſion, to act againſt his own injunction, by 
rejecting the determination of the brethren in tie 
award, which recommended the accounts to be ſettled 
by tae parties friends at Liverpocl in preference to 
the Brethren themſclves. However, after acknow- 
ledging the receipt of Mr. Molyneux's letter, hc 
very ſoon addreſſed one to his Lordſhip, of Which 
he, unfortunately, kept no copy, being employed at 
that time in buſineſs of that public and preſſing 
nature, as engroſſed all his leiſure hours (“). It 
was on this account, as he well remembers to have 
mentioned in that letter, that he could not write more 
largely on the ſubjet, and that, in order to ſupply 
the deficiency, he incloſed for his Lordſhip's peruſal 
the ſame written juſtification of himſelf, now in our 

poſleſſion, 
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(*) The particular buſineſs here alluded to, was a commiſſion 
on a captured ſhip, on which Mr. Harris was employed at that 
time in the capacity of interpreter to examine the witneſſes in con- 
junction with his Majeſty's Commiſſioners delegated for that pur- 
pole. As this buſineſs is ſtrongly alluded to, and as ſtrongly con- 
demned, in the next letter from the Biſtop, and has alſo been ma- 
liciouſly miſrepreſented by ſore, to the no ſmall prejudice of Mr. 
Harris's character, we thall ſoon be under the neceſſity of vindicating 
his conduct in this line of public bufineſs, 
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poſſeſſion, hich he had before prepared on another 
occaſion. | : 


The want of this copy is the more ſenſibly regret- 
ted, as great ſtreſs has been laid on ſome paſſages of 
it, to repreſent Mr. Harris in a very odious light. 
Theſe paſſages, as far as we have been able to recover 
them from Mr. Harris's own recollection, the Biſhop's 
anſwer, and part of a letter from Mr. Sewall, dated 
April 26, 1782, we ſhall now offer to the inſpection 
of the public, without diſſembling the leaſt circum- 
ftance, within our knowledge, that ſeems to afford his 
adverſaries the moſt diſtant advantage over him. 


If the particulars of the letter, we are going to 
relate, ſhould happen to differ in the moſt minute 
material circumſtance from the real meaning and 
tendency of thoſe in the original, we ſhall be particu- 
tarly obliged to any one who will favour the Acting 
Truſtees with the peruſal of the original expreſſions in 
the hand writing of Mr. Harris, and the ſame faith- 
fully rectified ſhall be inſerted in whatever Number 
follows next in the ſeries of this appeal. The pro- 
poſal, we truſt, is unexceptionably fair. 

Furſt then, Mr. Harris declared in his letter to the 
Bithop, that, though he was conſcions, reiterated at- 
tempts had been made to bend his Lordſhip's judg- 
ment againit him, he never durſt trouble him 
with any perſonal applications on the ſubject, but 
had, all the while, been perfectly paſſive, without 
juſtifying himſelf to his Lordſhip. 

Secondly, Mr. Harris, as appears from Mr. Sewall's 
letter, of the 26th of April 1782, had the following 
words in his letter to the Biſhop: “ The award was 
«« extremely diſadvantageous to me: neither do l 
Wonder at it: it was what 1 always expected; not 
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« only from the profeſled antipathy of the Arbitrator 
to me ever ſince the publication of a certain Sermon, 
« but from the influencing letter, which your Lord- 
«« ſhip wrote, previous to the Award, ſufficient to bias 
their judgements againſt me.“ Here he alſo added, 
that his Lordſhip's letter on the ſubject of the Reference 
ought to have been ſhewed to him before the Award, 
that he might have the opportunity of juſtifying him- 
ſelf to his Lordſhip ; but, that, though one of the 
Arbitrators (and he believes to have been Mr. Dunn) 


was agreeable to it, he could not prevail on the other 
two to conſent. 


Thirdly Mr, {Tarris did alſo declare in that letter, 
that he found himſelf upon the eve of incurring cano- 
nical infamy without a canonical trial ; and this for 
no other reaſon but obeying his Lordſhip's directive 
injunction, mentioned before, to abide by the deter- 
mination of the Brethren, in caſe the affair was left 
to their deciſion, as was then the caſe: and in order 
to convince him, that he did abide by their determi- 
nation, in refaling to have the accounts ſettled by the 
Brethren, he inſerted in his letter a literal copy of 
the recommendatory clanſe of their Award, in which 
the friends at Liverpool were viſibly preferred and 
recommended to the parties. He alſo recollects, 
reſpecting this particular, to have acquainted his 
Lordſhip, that Mr. Brewer (who had been appointed 
to act in his behalf) declared, he would have no far- 
ther concern whatever with the buſineſs, and that 
Mr. Sewall had agreed, that, in conformity to the 
recommendatory clauſe of their Award, the accounts 


ought to be ſettled by the parties friends at Liver- 
pool. | | 


Theſe, 
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Thcſe, as faithfully as we have been able to trace 
the ſource of our information, were the principal pal- 
ſages in Mr. Harris's letter to the Biſhop ; and how- 
ever ſingular ſome of them may appear to the reader, 
the ſequel will ſoon convince him, he was not quite 
deſtitute of proofs in ſupport of his affertions reſpect- 
ing the Biſhop's influencing letter, and the Arbitra- 
tors antipathy to him, which ſeem to be the moſt ma- 
terial points of that letter. 

Two months of filent ſuſpenſe, which followed the 
receipt of this letter, ſeemed to portend ſome extra- 
ordinary revolution. As a preliminary ſtep to effect 
this revolution, and accomplith the long concerted 
plan, a new Actor was introduced upon the Stage in 
lieu of the Rev. Mr. Molyneux, who, it ſeems, de- 
clined a!l official interference in the execution of the 
intended plan, by reſigning the place he had till 
then occupied under the immediate direction of the 
Biſhop. This fortunate event crowned Mr. Wil- 
liams's moſt ardent wiſhes : for the Rev. Mr. Joſeph 
Emmott of Gill-moſs being deputed by his Lordſhip 
to ſucceed Mr. Molyneux to that office, he promiſed 
himſelf, from that Gentleman's paſt ſervices in the 
cauſe, and his perſonal diſpoſitions towards Mr. 
Harris, the fulleſt extent of ſucceſs in the accom- 
pliſhment of that favourite prophecy of his, which 
he had long withed to ſee fulfilled, the baniſhment of 
Mr. Harris out of the Town of Liverpool. | 


As the Rev. Mr. Emmott has had ſo conſiderable n 
ſhare in the adminiſtration of the unhappy diſſenſions 
and animoſities prevailing in the Roman Catholic 
Congregation of Liverpool, it may not be improper 
to give our readers, before we enter upon a particu- 
lar detail of his official conduR, a ſhort ſketch of the 
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many eſſential ſervices he had rendered Mr. Wil. 
liams, prior to his appointment as a Vicar, in ſapport 
of his cauſe. 

Mr. Emmott, from the very commencement of 
the differences had taken a very decided part in fa- 
vour of Mr. Williams. He had not only cſpouſed 
his cauſe, as a private friend, but made it his con- 
ſtant duty, or, at leaft, his conſtant practice, with- 
out ever inquiring into the merits of Mr. Harris's 
claims, to prepoſſeſs ſeveral of his friends in Town 
and Country, Proteſtants as well as Catholics, Secu— 
lars as well as Eccleſiaſtics, both againſt the perſon 
and meaſures af Mr. Harris. He had frequently 
viſited with Mr. Williams ſeveral families in this 
Town, expreſſing the warmeſt approbation of Mr. 
Williams's proceedings againſt Mr. Harris. The 
better to ſuccced in diffuſing this baneful influence 
of prepoſſeſſion, he ſeemed to watch every opportu- 
nity that might contribute to leiſen Mr. Harris in 
the opinion of his friends, and depreciate the meri.s 
of his cauſe. One of theſe favourable opportunities 
was the arrival of the Rev. Mr. James Nelſon in this 
Town, whom he knew to be a ſteady friend io Mr. 
Williams's cauſe on the principle of felf-defence(®). 

Uncer 


(*) No wonder, that the Rev. Mr. James Nelſon, now of 
London, and formerly an Incumbent in the chapel of Liverpoo!, 
mould fo warraly attach himſelf to the intereſts of Mr. Williams 
in his conteſt with Mr. Harris. Had he acted otherwiſe, he would 
have condemned in Mr. Williams the ſame line of conduct, in 
engroiling the income of the place, which he had purſued himſelf 
for many years, while ſenior incumbent in Liverpool. For the 
truth of this aſſertion, we appeal both ta the Rev. Mr. John Price, 
once a _jvint-incumbent with him, and to Mr. Price's friends, who 
fo firenuouſly contended with Mr. Nelſon and liis party on the vi- 
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Under the auſpices, and in the company, of tha: 
Gentleman, who alſo exerted his beſt abilities 0 
ſecond Mr. Williams's pretenfions, Mr. Emmott 
thought he would ſoon gain over ſome of Mr. Harris”; 
friends, and made accordingly ſeveral vigorous at- 
tempts. To render his endeavours more effectual, 
and ſerve his friend at all events, he even attempt- 
ed to blaſt the character of Mr. Harris by an odious 
inſinuation of ſuſpeted guilt. The fact is duly at- 
tefled and certified by a perſon of character, con- 
ſcience, and veracity. 


From this characteriſtic ſpecimen of Mr. Emmott's 
charitable diſpoſition towards Mr. Harris, the reader 
may eaſily conjecture, whether, being now officially 
appointed by the Biſhop to conduct a buſineſs, on 
whick he had beſtowed ſo much of his time and labour 
when in a private capacity, and in which he had taken 
ſuch uncommon pains to disfigure the character of 
Mr. Harris, and the juſtice of his claims, he would 
ſhew himſelf more favourable to him, or would relent 
his endeavours in the proſecution of his former plan. 


As ſoon as Mr. Emmott was inſtalled the Biſhop's 
Vicar, his viſits to Town became uncommonly fre- 
quent, but inſtead of endeavouring to re-unite the 

congregation, 


ſible injury done Mr, Price's right. Yet, ſuch is the weakneſs of 
luman nature, and ſuch the force of perſonal prejudice, that ſome 
of thoſe very perſons, who had, all along, maintained during the 
turbulent diſſentions that enſued in conſequence of Mr. Nelſon's 
conduct, the undoubted juſtice of Mr. Price's claims, though never 
enforced by any previous agreement between him and Mr. Nelſon, 
did afterwards oppoſe, in contradition with themſelves, the 

Juſtice of the ſame claims in Mr. Harris, though eſpecially enforced 
by a moſt deciſive agreement between him and Mr, Williams 
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congregation, and ſtop the progreſs of g 
molities, his perſonal interviews with Mr. Williams's 


«6 
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warmeſt partizans were perceived daily to encreale : 


private conventicies were frequently held at Mr. 


Williams's houſe, wiich was Mr. Emmott's home 


is well as his poſt-oftice, Mr. Harris's friends were 
"ow no longer courted as before: doubtleſs, becauſe 
their aſſiſtance was deemed unneceſſary by Mr. 
Emmott to execute the intended plan. In a word, 
not a ſtone was left unturned by this indefatigable 
man to perfect the grand deſign he had conceived, as 
aflerted by one of his own brethren, who was no 
{ranger to his intentions, F running all hazard te 
Hedt the removal of Mr. Harris (*). A glorious 
undertaking ! calculated, no doubt, to accomp!: i; 
the ſalutary work of reconciliation and peace, by th- 
moſt eſfectual means to widen the breach of diſcord. 

and to perpetuate the ſpirit of diſſention and party, 
The firſt public official exertion of the new Vicar 
was delivering in form to Mr. Harris the Biſhop”: 
long expected anſwer to his letter. The Biſhop" 
etter being open for the inſpection of Mr. Emmott. 
it ſeems that a copy of it was previouily taken; for 
we were ſoon after informed, that the ſame was cir- 
culating through the town, to the no ſmall ſatisfaction 
of Mr. Williams and his friends, who, from the un 
commonly reſtrictive tenor of the latter part of its 
contents, the returning along with it Mr. Harris's 
Juſtification unopened, and, above all, from the very 
heinous charges laid againſt him, ſo forcibly expreſſed 
E by 


(*) We have found this remarkable aſſertion in a letter from the 
Rev, Mr, Sewall, dated July 13, 1783, inſerted in the Liverpool 
papers of the 24th of the ſame month and year. 
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by his Lordſhip as if already convicted of the fall 
promiſed theniſelves infallible ſucceſs and certai: 
victory, 

As the letter contains ſeveral alluſions to ſome par. 
ticular tranſactions which have not been related jr 
any of the foregoing Sections, we truſt the impart! 
Reader will ſuſpend his judgment and conjequre- 
till he has peruſed both, the letter and our obſery; 
tions upon it, beſides the occaſional notes inſerted a 
the bottom of the page. The following is an exc 
copy of the Biſhop's letter. 


Copy of a letter from the very Rev. Mr. Gibſon 
Mr. Harris. 
3 

«© Amidſt the multiplicity of bufinels in which | 
am engaged, it is with reluctance I take vp m. 
«« pen to write on a ſubject, avhich has nearly cf 
«© ed my patience (“), and which has long given me 
the greateſt concern, as reflecting the greateſt di- 
© honour upon the miniſters of truth and peace. But 
«© you have this conſolation that you have been per 
« fectly paſſive. If ſo, a concluſion would long ag 
«© have been put to this ſhameful conteſt. Who refulc: 
ſome 


(%) Since Mr. Harris never wrote to the Biſtop on the 74by2-: 
of the differences but once, prior to this letter, and, even then, h 

Lordſhip did not peruſe the whole of his information, as appea! 
in the poſtſcript; it is evident, that his patience being nearly e 
kaufled with the ſubject, was the effect of the numberleſs infos 
mations he had received from Mr. Williams or his friends, if no“, 
perhaps from both. A convincing proof, that he never informe- 
him or them, as he had done Mr. Harris, that he did not eve" 
with to receive a full and explicit information from either ©: 
them. The whole tenor of this letter, full of ſo many etpecc:4! 
informations, confirms the truth of this obvious obſervation. 
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ne time ago to ſubmit the 3 to the opinion 
alledging they did 
«« not eds ritand ied Who defviſed the medidtion 
« of Mr. More? Who filed a bill againſt Mr. Wil- 
„ liams? Who miſrepreſented, and, by miſrepre- 
„ ſenting, vilified the character of his brethren to 
«« the Mayor &c.? Who refuſes at this day, to obey 
the orders of his Biſhop commanding him, con form- 
«« ably to the general ſenſe of his brethren, to ſubmit 
„ certain articles of accounts to three of them? 1 
could enumerate ſome more inſtances of your paſ- 
„ ſiveneſs (*). But reiterated attempts, you ſay, 
have been made to bend my judgment againſt you. 
No attempts, Sir, unſupported by proofs. Can 
you ſay as much for ſome attempts to bend my 
© judgement againſt your Brethren? Can you prove 
* that your Brethren have perſecuted you for your 
loyalty? That the Arbitrators have not only 
* indulged a profeſſed antipathy to you fince the 
publication of a certain ſermon, but that this ſame 
* antipathy was a partial cauſe of a diſadvantageous 
award to you? Can you prove, that my letter 
on that occaſion was another partial cauſe, influ- 
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(*) Mr. Harris, as appears from the words of his letter above 
:uoted, never meant to intimate to the Biſhop, that he had been 
berſectly paſſive during the whole proceſs of hi, differences with 
Mr. Williams, as the Biſhop ſeems to intimate in this part of his 
letter: he only ſaid, that, whilſt reiterated attempts had been 
making to bend his Lordſhip's judgement againſt him (which is 
'\mmediately allowed by his Lordſhip), he had been perfectly paſſive 
»1thout ever attempting to juſtify himſelf to him : which was 
.iterally true, and a very different declaration, from what the clauſe 
i the Biſhop's letter ſeems to import. 
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«« encing their determination in favour of Mr. Wi! 
* hams? If you can, you ſhall have ample ſatisfac- 
e tion: if not, it is incumbent on me not to let theſ- 
s accuſations paſs unnoticed. If you do not produce 


*« your proofs to Mr. Emmoit of Gill-moſs, 


% preſent your Vicar, to be forwarded to me b. 


„ him, in a letter open to his inſpection, I ſhall deem 
% you guilty of wilful miſrepreſentation in the above 
** particulars, and ſhall exact from you an Amend 
honorable. In the interim 1 order you, under pa 
of ſuſpenſion from exerciſing any paſtoral function, 
ce to fignify within the ſpace of five days after the recep! 
„ of this to Mr. Emmott your Vicar, your readine/ 
«« to ſubmit the ſettling of your accounts in diſput: 
ce to Meſſrs. Sewall, Dunn and a third Arbitrator. 
«© to be appointed by Meſirs. Emmott, Sewa!l an 
„ Dunn, and that you put no obſtacle to the exec: 
« tion of the above plan. It is not only the gener: 
opinion of your Brethren, but mine alſo, that they 
« ſhould be ſettled in this manner. If you are un 
ce the eve of canonical infamy, you may thank your- 
« ſelf, It is in your power to avoid it upon ca- 
« terms, and ſuch as no reaſonable perſen can objec: 
«© to. When you ſpeak of a canonical trial, you ſecm 

« to have forgot the following words, — Adeo f. 

<6: verum (, pa Epiſcopum ex cauſa ſili nota cleric! 

«<< znterdicere facrorum exercilio, ut neque (Bientur ca. 

« ſuſpenſionis ſeu delictum manifeftare ifi reo. I hops 

« you will not force me to prove to you experimen- 

« tally the truth of theſe words. If you are forbi:. 

«« for example, to play at cards, or drink in a ta 
«« vern, under pain of ſuſpenhon to be incurred if \ 
« facto, what trial is neceſſary in caſe cf a violation : 
* of the ſtatute? I am afraid you are more con- ; 
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rater than in the canons of the church, which 
preach to you peace and harmony with your bre- 
thren and ſubmiſſion to your ſuperiors, To pre- 
vent all ſuſpicion of miſrepreſentation on your fide, 
ſend your letters for the future to Mr. Emmott to 
be read by him, and then forwarded to me. | 
ſhall return my anſwers through the ſame channel. 
But I truſt I have nearly done with this affair (“); 
ſeverity is repugnant to my inclination, but it 
appears high time to exerciſe it in compliance 
with my duty. I remain 
« ever yours &c. 

% M. Gins0N, 
Headlam, 14th Nov. 1781. | 
J have not read the incloſed, wiſhing not to 
interfere farther in your money matters, than 


that an individual ſhould ſubmit to the general 
ſenſe of his brethren.” 


From the many particulars againſt Mr. Harris 
mentioned in this letter, and /me more, (that the 
Author declares) he could enumerate, it is viſible, 
that though he wiſhed for no information from Mr. 
Harris, was yet particularly attentive to every infor- 
mation againit him tranſmitted by his adverſaries. 
tlow far theſe informations and other charges, as 


E 3 ſpeciſied 


(*) Whatever his Lordſhip's expectations might be, the event 


nas fince convinced him, that the afflictive meaſure he then threat. 
encd to purſue, and did ſoon after adopt, has been productive of 


conſequences directly oppoſite to his moſt flattering hopes. Indeed 
the piercing acrimony of the ſtile of this letter, and the hard tex- 


ture of its contents, could hardly be ſuppoſed would be productiye 
of 


any thing elſe, 
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ſpectied in the above, were founded on real facts, 
the Reader may judge from the following 


Remarks on the Biſhop's Letter. 


Furſt. It appears, that the Biſhop had been in- 
formed, that Mr. Harris had refuſed to ſubmit the 
diſpute to the opinion of his brethren at the meeting, 
alledging they did not underſtand it. Had his Lord- 
ſhip defired Mr. Harris to inform him on that head, 
he would have acquainted him, that the fact was 
imply this; Mr. Williams wanted to have the di- 
pute diſcuſſed at the meeting: Mr, Harris replied, 
he did not come beſore them to be arraigned as a culprit. 
Several of the brethren immediately declared they 
had no buſineſs with that concern, though it was 
their opinion that both the incumbents ſhould ſhar?2 
alike in the emoluments of the place. On hearing tht: 
unpleaſing opinion, Mr. Williams immediately drop: 
the ſubject. This is all that was tranſacted at tha: 
meeting concerning the diſpute: nothing further wa; 
ſaid or alledged on either ſide. The fact may be 
atteſted if required. The very Rev. Mr, Walton, 
during whoſe ſuperintendency the meeting was held, 
having left that diſpute to the congregation of I. iver— 
pool, to whom he thought it belonged of right to 
determine it, there was more than ilufficient reaſon 
not to leave it to any body elle, 


Secondly. The Biſhop had been informed, that 
Mr. Harris had deſpiſed Mr. More's mediation. ir. 
Harris's information relative to this particular is a5 
follows. Some time after the bill was filed againkt 
Mr. Williams, as related before, the Rev. Mr. Mort 
of London, formerly ſuperior of the Engliſh Jeiuits, 
bat then a private man, acquainted Mr. Harris by 
letter 
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cc that the 
« Board of Adminiſtration had taken into conhdera- 
tion his difference with Mr. Williams, and deſired, 


that he would fully and fairly ſtate his caſe, and ſub- 


mit the deciſion to the judgment and determination 
of the Board, and that the Board expected an 


«anſwer from him in one month at lateſt from the 


* Cate of his letter : he added, that another of the 
ſame tenor had been ſent to Mr. Williams.“ This 
ter, which had a viſible commanding aſpect, from 
perions who had no right to exact obedience, was not 


culy acknowledged by Mr. Harris, within the limited 


time, but, wurth the wiew of refuting every impeachment 
| coainſt his character avorth his notice; he ſo far in- 
dulged their injunctive application, as to ſend them 
a a full and fair ſtate of the conteſt, a faithful copy of 


„nich is now in our poſſeſſion, In this letter Mr. 


Harris obſerved, that“ it appeared to him extremely 
# *© odd, and quite unconſtitutional in this land, to 


require his blind acquieſcence in the deciſion of a 


* Board, he was not in the leaſt acquainted with (*), 
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without even the liberty of chuſing his Referees; 


and that the deciſion of perſons thus unknown to 


him, in a caſe where his character was at ſtake, 
** ſhould be entirely directed by mere written accounts 
** ſent up by the parties (which in ſome inſtances he 
was ſure would be contradictory to each other). 
without their perſonal appearance to clear up the 

E 4 «« diſſicultics 


) Mr. Harris had not even heard the name? of a Board or 
\DMINISTEATION, or That ſuch Boakp was ever inſtituted, 
ail favoured with Mr. Morc's Letter, who did not ſo much a3 
mention to Mr, Harris who the perſons were that conſtitutes 
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«« difficulties objected on both ſides. He likeyi{ 
«« begged leave to inform the honourable Board, tha. 
«« as the difference had been repeatedly and ultimate! 
* adjudged of a temporal nature by the late Biſhs; 
« and many other reſpectable perſons, the ſame hz: 
** accordingly been referred, with the approbaticn e 
«« perſons of unexeeptionable character and integrity, 
to the impartial deciſion of the Court of Equity, 10 
* without giving Mr. Williams frequent, fair, 
«« timely notice of it, and after every other mode 
friendly accommodation had been diſconcerted by |: 
«« captious, procraſtinating, ambiguous anſwers nd 
*« propoſals.” In fine, 7o convince the Board of |: 
pacific diſpoſition, he offered to their conſideration ti: 
ſame plan of Accommodation, which he afterwar. 
tranſmitted to Mr, Brewer, and may be ſeen in pag: 
66. (*) Let now the Reader judge, how far tn. 
Biſhop's information, that Mr. Harris had deſpi/ed th 
mediation of Mr. More, coincides with the abor: 
account literally tranſcribed from his letter to M. 
More, dated June 22, 1780. 


Thirdly. The Biſhop had been informed, 2/4! 
Mr. Harris had filed a Bill againſt Mr. Willias: 
The information was undoubtedly true, as to the fa“ 
but it does not appear from the ſtile of his letter, tn: 
he had been informed of the circumſtances that pre- 
ceded the fact. Whoever has read the IV. and \. 


q Hp 
Section: 


(*) Since Mr. More never anſwered Mr. Harris's letter ts tt 
BoarD; it is evident, that, either they did not chuſe to interte:: 
in the diſpute in conſequence perhaps of the late Biſhop's dect. 
that the ſame was of a mere temporal nature, ſubject to the inſpec-· 
tion of the Congregation of Liverpool, or elſe that r+&-p 4-7! 
his propoſals, 
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ctions of this Appeal, needs no further proofs of 


* 


the juſtifiable tendency of that ſtep. 

Fourthly, The Biſhop had been informed, Mat 
Mr. Harris had not only miſrepreſented but had alſo wi- 
/ificd the character of his Brethren to the Mayer Sc. In 
what this miſrepreſentation and wilification conſiſted, 
does not immediately appear from this clauſe in the 
Pihop's letter. His Lordſhip is more explicit a little 
below: he aſks Mr. Harris, Can yeu prove, that your 
Brethren have perſecuted you for your Loyalty ® This 
queſtion is fully explained by his Lordſhip in a letter 
to Mr. Blundell of Ince, dated Nov. 17, 1781, where- 
in he ſays: ©* Mr. Harris objects, that he 1s perſe- 
«cated by his Brethren for preaching a Sermon on 
„Catholic Loyalty, and has taken much pains to 
«« miſrepreſent them to perſons, who have not the 
* leaſt concern with the diſpute.” Now, it is very 
remarkable, that at the very time the Biſhop wrote 
the above letter to Mr. Harris, charging him poſt- 
tively with the crime, he wrote another to a very re- 
{petable Gentleman in this Town (who, in his opi- 
nion, had nat the leaſt concern with the diſpute) wherein 
he only aſſerted, that he had been credibly informed, that 
Mr. Harris had declared that he was perſecuted, &c, 
We always underſtood, that a credible information of a 
fact, and a certain knowledge of the ſame, were two 
very different degrees of knowledge, But without 
attempting to conciliate theſe two contemporary aſ- 
ſertions ; if the Biſhop had had no more than a cre- 
aible information, it is viſible, that, inſtead of calling 
on Mr, Harris to confirm the credibility of the infor- 
mation by producing proofs of his pretended charge 
againſt the Brethren, the perſon or perſons, who had 
given him that information, ought firſt to have been 
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called upon to produce the proofs of their chars; 
againſt Mr, Harris, and then call oa Mr. Harris with 
the proofs for him to anſwer the grounds of 
allegation again? him, which was never done. It. 
Biſhop had had a certain fofitive knowledge of the fact, 
as aſſerted, he then had an andoubied right to c 
on Mr. Harris for proofs of his charge againſt the 
Brethren —Let us now examine the real grounds «©! 
the e . credible information or certain know: 
ledge of the fact. 
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Three d ee Characters in this Towen were 
Mr . Farr: 
had accuſed his Brethren of perſecuting him on tu 
above ACCOUNT, an 2d their pretended declaration v. 
no doubt, immediately tranſmitted to the Bie a and 
confidered by his Loriftip as an undeniable proct © | 
the fact. LIE Biſhop's Anowledges then, or cred't/* I 
znſormation, were trounded on the Irretrage! dle a | 
tende:! e Iris of three of the moſt diſtinguiſhed | 
Characters in the Town, the only three, that we can 4 
find, were ever appealed to by Mr. Harris's adve: | 
ſaries in ſupport of their allegation again him,— 
But how falſe their a legation was, as well as tlie 
ground: on which relled che Biſmop's knowledge of the 
imputed crime, appeared ſoon after in an re HStibl 
light.— The me three reſpectaple Gentlemen, who:: 
names were afterwards obtained from the e 
of Mr. Harris, were perſonal! ly applied to; but 1o 
far were they from avowing 1 had been malic.- 


confidently ſ21 id to have decla ared, that 


ouſly advanced upon their authority, that they gave 
three ſeparate honourable atteſtations of Mr. Harris, 
wherein they diſclaimed, in as clear and comprehenh+c 
words as could be deviſed, all knowledge of any 
ſuch fact, as was aflerted againſt him, Faithfol co— 
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wies of their written atteſtations were immediately 


enſmitted to the Biſhop by Mr. Blundell of Ince, 


and the originals are now in our poſleſſion for the 
in ſyection of any one (*). 

It has been obſerved by many through the whole 
ſerie: of this invidious Conteſt, that whatever is ad- 
vanced to the prejudice of Mr. Ilarris or has friends, 
requires no other proof to be credited, but the infor- 
mation of perſons attached to the oppoſite intereſt, 
and ſecured from diſcovery and ſhame. This, pro- 
bably, was the reaſon, why, when Mr. Harris an- 
ſwered this and cther charges to the Biſhop, as wil 
:pp*ar in its due place, he could not obtain from his 
Lordſhip either the names of his accuſers, or the 
provfs of their infidicus allegations againſt him, or 
indeed any ſatisfaction from them. 

Fithly. The Eiſnop upbraics Mr. Harris, in his 
letter, with“ refuſing to obey his orders, commanding 
him, conformably to the general ſenſe of his Bre- 
e thren, to ſubmit certain articles cf accounts to three 
of them” ; and at the ſame time Mr. Harris was 
onder a very ſtrict injunction from his Lord.uip not 
to ſubmit the ſame to the Brethren; ſor he was under 
an injunction ſtrictly to adhere to the Award of the 
brethren, which, as proved before, recommended the 


E 6 ſaid 


(*) Though, from the above uncontrovertible account, Mr. 
tlarris was perfectly clear from this malicious imputation, yet we 
cannot forbear obſerving from the teſtimony of our own ears, that 


many cid really believe that Mr. Harris had been a ſufferer for 


having preached the Sermon alluded to in the Biſhop's letter. 


Indeed, if we may be allowed to declare our real ſentiments on the 


ſubject, from the knowledge we have of paſt tranſactions, Mr. 


Harris may ſafely date all his misfortunes from the publication of 
that Sermon. 
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ſaid articles of accounts to be ſettled by the rig. 

at Liverpool in preference to the Brethren.—But ab. 
ſtracting, for argument ſake, from this viſible contra, 
and the ſingularity of Mr. Harris's ſituation ; \, 
have in the Biſhop's words a demonſtrative proof e 
a fact conſtantly difowned by his Lorditip, via.“ 
interfering in the temporalities of the Incumben 

From among the many repeated declarations of 
Lordſhip to that effect, we ſelect the following one 
In a letter to Mr. Blundell of Ince, dated Feb. , 
1782, the Biſhop ſays: .** From the beginning Il. 
„ it down as a f:xt and invariable principle not to id. 
«« terfere in their temporal concerns. For Gi: 
„ thus, I had reaſons of the greateſt weight and 1: 
5 portance. This maxim I learn'd from my i: 
„ deceſſor, whoſe memory I venerate, I find . | 
«© ſame adopted by himſelf in his letters to you, 
** quoted in the addreſs: if they (wiz. Mrs. Her 
* and Williams) will not agree about their money mas 
4 ters, I cannot be of ſervice to them, for 1 med: ; 
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*« not intheir temporals I abſolutely diſclaim all init | 
5 ference in their temporalities. I have anxiouſly fiu 
died to adhere both to the letter and to the ſp::!! 

of this afſertion.” Now, as a convincing pr. Wo 


that he had arxiouly ffudicd from the beginning 
adhere to both, we find his Lordſhip from the g 


LEY % 


beginning commanding Mr. Harris, under pain of ivy 
| penſion, to ſettle his zemporal concerns conformabiy i We 
; his erders. How theſe commanding orders may 
* compatible with a#/lutely diſclaiming all interfer | 
[ in his temporalities, Tet the Reader judge (+). 
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() We ſhall, in its proper place, exhibit a ſtriking pace 
between the conduct of the preſent Biſhop, and that of his valut% 
Predeceſſor in the pref: nt conteſt. 
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But his command, 9 the Biſhlop, was only 
conformably to the general Jenje of the Rriahren ; tor 
being determined not to interfere in the tempo- 

alities, I ordered the two parties at 
© ſubmit to the general ſenſe of tne Brethr 
and the united voice of the Brethren recon 
„ three of their own Body, in preference to their 
« friends at Liverpool”” (6). But in Kbat did the 
«© the Biſhop erder the parties at variance to {ubmat ? 
Doubtleſs in their temporalities, Now, we muit con- 
fels, we can perceive no viſible diſparity 
laving an injunction on two parties at variance to 
ſubmit their 7e-poraiities to any ſet of men under a 
certain venaliy, as the Biſhop did, and iaterferi 
in the temporalitics of the two contending parties, It 
is certainly acting in their temporalities by <vay cf 
command ; than which no act of temporal tuterference 
can be greater. For any one to pretend, that he 
does not interfere in fuch a thing, becauſe he does 
not appear as the oſtenſible perſon in the execution 
of it, which yet he poſttively orders to be done, and 
enforces his command with penalties, 15 a mode of 
reaſoning not quite concluſive, in our opinion. 


Variance tt 


x29 (1 


Nene 


And what can we think of the general ſenſe of 
the Brethren being the Biſhop's only rule of conduct 
in the preſent caſe, in the determination of right 

and 


(*) The Biſhop in a leteer to Mr. Sewall, dated April 6, 1792, 


(The Biſhop in a letter to Mr. Blundell, dated Jan. 24, 1782. 
Whoever informed the Biſhop, that the united voice of the Bre- 
thren recommended that mode, did certainly deceive him; it being 
evident from the declaration of ſeveral of them at their laſt meeting 
held at Wigan, that they were not conſulted upon the occaſion. 
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and wrong, with a perfet unconcernedneſs whether 
| conduct vas proper or 1Imprope; 
This declaration, however ws alar it may appear, 
is yet ccuðched in formal wor 
1211 ſentiments of the Bre 
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«© concerned”: and yet their determination ener 
or zmpreper, was ſtrictly to be adhered to! 

S cthly. Reipect: ny the clauſe Li Tic Biſhop's 
letter, relative to the Arbitrators antipathy to Mr, 


om tne following 


C 
Ha 15 * * TD -T, 15 73" 11 — Cn 
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he firſt obtzinca 3 TR u to wie directly to him (“). 
We thing this mode the more eligible, as, from tie 
tenor of 15 eib reply to Mr. Harris, which 
will be produced ere long, the fame appeared ſatis. 
factory to him. Mr. Harris's pra as far as it 
concerned the grounds of the above charge, was lite- 
rally thus: It is true, I advanced in a letter to 
*© your Lordſhip (and to nobody elſe beſides, either in 
writing or 19 word of mouth) that I did not won- 
der the award ſnould prove fo diſadvantageous to 
me, conagering the profeſſed antipathy of the Ar- 
«« bitrators to me ever ſince the publication of a 
«© certain ſermon. This I did advance; 
* never my intention to ma 


but 1t was 
de it a public matter; 
« and had 1 been indulged ſome time after with the 
5 {ame 


(7) Nr. Harris, as appears from tue Biſnop's letter, was not per- 
mitted to write directly to him: he only obtained that permiſſion 
on the 12th of June, 1782. Why he did not write to his Lord- 
ſhip beſore, through Mr. Emmott, will ſoon appear, we hope, tv 
the ſatisfaCtion of the reader. 


in the above letter LW 
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« where this very charge wit. particularly ſpeciſied. 


That, don 
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« after tae publication of tn above {-rimon 
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% Now, the grounds were theſe: frit, 


« the Arbitrators upbhraided me to my ſuce in a very 
e Cilreſpectful manner. Secondly, I hat a gentleman 
„ Of cha 
„ time, that the Friells in 
« againſt the ſermon, 


about the {ame 
ON 
lalmed 
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racter and veracity aſſured me 
Preſten had dec 
« bove period I perceived a very material diſference 
in their treatment of me; fo far, as even 
„and leave the 'Vown without ca ting upon me, as 
they uſually did before. 1 88 not pretend to ſay, 
that theſe grounds were ſufhcient for the charge, 


t come 


— 


S* 


however they migh it appear lo to me at the time 


Some unhappy pre P% ſſellion, perhaps, or ſome pa: 


„ fion (to which I am as liable as others) did ſo mag- 


* 186. I a „He * % . 

nity them in my eyes, as to prompt me to put an 
** undue conſtruction on what might ealily have been 
the effect of milinformation, miſconception, or 
*4 


iclf-miſtake, &c. 


Seventhly. Another very delicate queſtion is put 


66 Can you prove, 


he, that my letter on that occaſion, (viz. the 


to Mr, Harris by the Biſhop, 
«« ſays 
« Srbitration ) was another partial cauſe influencing 
« the Arbitrators determination in favour of Mr. 
«© Williams?” It is extremely painful to us to enter 
into a diſcuſſion of this charge; but the candour 
which has hitherto guided our pen, will not ſuffer 
us to diſſemble the particulars of a ſat we have often 
alluded 
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alluded to, as being intimately connected with fon 
palt and ſubſequent tranſactions. The letter in que. 
ion was the fame, that the Arbitrators bak 
communicate to Mr, Harris, as mentioned in page 
The fame was written by the Biſhop ſoon Aer t the 
diſpute was left to the arbitration of the Brethren, 
about a lortnig! it from the date of his firſt letter t 
Mr. Harris. Accidentally, this letter fell into th: 
bands of Mr. Harris ſome hours before the Aware 
Was concluded: and though he had it in his power 
to ſecret it; yet, from a principle of delicacy, h. 
fatisfied himſelf with reading it in ſuch a manner a. 
to retain almoſt every word of the moſt materi:! 
pailages in it; which, not truſting to his retentive 
23 he immediately committed to paper. Thie 
Reader 8 determine, whether, from the tenor c 
the two following, Mr. Harris's aſſertion, tha. 
« the Bur had en an influencing letter {ul 
„ ficient to bias the judgment of the Arbitrator 
*© againlt him,“ was ſufficiently grounded or not. 


Fun paſſuge. From the 2 information I can gel. 


I find Mr. Harris to be more K than Mr. Ii 
45 , ant therefore 4% be treated with more (or greater 
ſeverity (“). 

Second paſſage. I am informed, that the Arbitra 
ts, in order 70 Sec} Mr. Harris, are inclined to ma 


eme conceſſions to him, which are unreaſonable : Fang / 
ha: 


(*) It has been obſerved, that the Letter, which contained eth 
paſſaze, was wricten about a fortnight after the Biſhop's firſt lette! 
to Mr. Harris: whence it appears, that, though the Biſhop did 1 
even wiſh to receive a full and explicit information of the caſe 
frem Mr. Harris, had yet taken pains to get the bef informa 
tion ke could from Mr. Williams or his friends, 


* 
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zade tco good an pion of Meffrs. Sewall, Dann, and 
Brewer's conſciences, t9 think, they evill ati upen ſuch 
trinciple or fear of offending (%)+ 

The Piſhop, finding himſelf taxed by Mr. Harr:s 
with writing an influencing letter, wrote to Mr, Dunn 
(ſays Mr. Sewall) on the 29th of September, 1781, 15 
crder to recover that letter alluded to, which could not 
be feund, Mr. Harris, unable to produce the letter 
as an evidence of his charge, was ſeon challenges by 
the Biſhop to produce his proofs ; but, not being al- 
lowed to produce them immediately to him he deferred 
his juſtification for a while. Mean time, Mr. Sewall, 
who had ſcen the Biſhop's letter, coming to Liverpoc!, 
was very minutely queſtioned before witneſſes con- 
cerning the authenticity of the above paſlages, and, 
though very reluctantly, made the following decla- 
ration, now in our poſſeſſion, which was immediately 
atteſted and certified by the witneſſes, and tranſmitted 
to the Biſhop by Mr. Blundell of Ince, as likewiſe to 
Mr. Sewall, who ratified the contents of the certiſi- 
cate in his letter of the 26th of April, 1782,—Mr. 
vewall's literal declaration was—** That the Biſhop 
had not written any letter to the Arbitrators con- 
„e tainins ſuch words, but that he had ſeen a letter 
* from his Lordſhip containing ſuch words, or words 
© to that effect, and that he had ſeen that letter 

be fore 


(S) If we compare the words of this paſſage with tlie following 
from Mr. Williams in the ſeventz Number of his letter to the 
Arbitrators, I have manifeſt reaſens to believe, that the Arbitra- 
ters are inclined to make cencefſicns to Mr. Harris, which I bave 
bitherto refuſed as unreaſonable; the limilarity of the expreſſions, 
joined to Mr. Williams's writing to the Biſhop about the ſame 
time, may, perhaps, give the Reader ſome faint idea of the ſource 
af his Lordſhip's information on that ſubjeR, 
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4e before the Award. That the letter had been writ- 
ten to Mr. Molyneux (then the Bihep's Vicar ), 
«© who delivered it to Mr. Dunn, one of the Arhi- 
% trators, and that he had laid it before the Arbitr:. 
tors. That he believed the letter was burnt among 
*«« ſome other papers, thought to be of no farther 
2 uſe : that the Biſhop did order it back to him, bu: 
«« it could not be #5: ad; ; whence he concluded, it! 

«« been burnt. That Le ſecond paſſage was therein 
* exprelied as nearly verbatim, as he could recollect ; 
«« but as to the frit, that he could not deny it, nei 
e ther could he recollect the words, but that it con- 
«tained ſome words ſimilar to he above 
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This declaration, confronted with the above re- 
markable paſiages, we conſider as a ſafficient rep! 
both to the Bithop's queſton to Mr. Harris, and to 
his Lordſhip's declaration to Mr. Bluncell cf ine 
17th of Nov. 1781, before the fact was fo clearl, 
aſcertained ; Mr. Harris's miſrepreſentation of my 
« letter 1940850 me to believe, he is capable of miſ- 
e repreſenting the conduct of his Brethren.“— Ihe 
Biſhop never challenged Mr. Harris to prove his a- 
ſertion ever after! 

Eightly. The Biſhop erders Mr. Harris to ſubmit 
the fettling of his acccunts in diſpute to Meſſrs, Sexwall, 
Dunn, and a third Arbitrator to he appointed by Me. 
Emmett, Sewall, and Dunn. Mr. Harris, then, 
was not cven allowed the liberty of chuſing one 
Referee out of three; two of whom were to be the 
very perſons, who had been already informed of his 
private chars to the Biſhop againit them, and the 
third was to he appointed dy them 2nd Mr. Emmott, 
who had efponſed Mr. Williams's cauſe in fo public 
a manner! A hard ſentence indeed! not quite con- 
genial with the nature of a Reference. 
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Ninthly. Invariably attached to the principle we 


laid down in the Preface, that in tlie publication of 


4 
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this Appeal, ave ſhould not encroich ch the rights of 
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ſhall paſs in ſilence ail that part or the Biſnop's letter, 
which has an immediate affinity with hi, ſpiritual 


jurifaiction. Only, as the Latin words, inſerted by 
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15 Lordtip, may „ peri} A erd iome perlons un- 
acquainted with the 3 dome grounzleſs ſulpi- 
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I:tcral tranflatiun ef the ſame; viz nt It is there- 
fore true, that a Biſhop may, fer a conſe unts him 


A,, prohibit a Clergy man the exercite of ſacred 
e rites, ſo as not to be obliged to reveal the cauſe of 
'* ſuſpenſion or the crime ty ihe criining! 

Tenthly. There ſtill remains another charge in the 
Liſhop's letter of a very ſingular nature, © T am afraid 
* (/ays the Biſhop to Mr. Warri „on are mooie con- 
verſant in a ſort of buſineſs unbe coming your cha- 
e rxacter, than in the Canons of the Church.“ This 
ſort of buſineſs, as explained by his Loruthip in a 
poſterior letter to the ſame very reſpectable Gentie- 
man alluded to in page 105, was Mr. Harris's atte nd. 
ing ſome commiſſions on captured thip From the 
Biſhop! s cenſure on Mr. Har: ris for in Dn in that 


line of public buſineſs, it is manifeſt, he h d been 
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io diſgrace him in the eyes of the Public, the follow- 


ing authentic fits will be ſuſoient to convince every 
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1. Mr. Harris never intruded himfelf, or 
the leaſt intereſt to be employed, in the buſint! 
his Majeſty's Commiſſioners eſpecially requeſted | 
attendance: he was allo ſolicited by many of the ms, 


— 


reſpectable commercial gentlemen in the town. 


2. Mr. Harris never ated in that public 
Capacity, but either, when, on account of the di. 
verfity of language no one elſe could be employed i; 
the town, or when the gentlemen commiſſioner 


nad ſuſicient grounds to apprehend ſome intend: 
perjury, 


3. Mr. Harris had repeated directive written 
orders from the chief magiſtrates for the time being, 
for rendering his beſt ſervices to the town in tha: 
public line, The originals are in our cuſtody. 


4. Mr. Harris being conſidered by the vi: 
neſſes as, their religious teacher, he was thoug!: 
by the gentlemen commiſſioners one of the propere!. 
perſons — could employ to make them truly ſen#ib:: 
of the ſacted nature of that oath which was previous 


tendered to them. The manner in which Mr. [Tar 
ris performed this eſſential part was not only edifying 
to perions of every religious deſcription, but wi 
thought, with reaſon, to have prevented ſome cri 
minal frauds (“). 


(*) A Gentleman of diſunguiſmed birth and character, findtr? 
in the preceding Number of this Appeal, that this part of M-.. 
Harris's conduct was intended to be vindicated in this, has favoure- 
the Publiſhers with an honourable written atteſtation of his conduc 
in this public line, which, he declares, be is willing te teftify v/* 
24 if called upon, 
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eee. ; 

5. No one, chat we can learn, ever accuſed 
Mr. Harris of neglecting his profeſſional functions on 
account of his attendance. His firlt condition with 


KN 

gs... 8 4' *1 

the gentlemen commiſſioners when firſt ſolicited to 1 

attend, was, that he would attend no longer than it 1 

was compatible with his miniſterial avocations : ac- 3h 
a4 

' cordingly, he conſtantly left word at home where i 1 

#£4Y 

he might be found in caſe of need, 3 \ 

1 X Ot 

6. We are well informed, that Mr. Harris 11 

T1 


inſtead of appropriating to himſelf the emoluments 
accruing to him from his attendance, made a conſtant 
practice of diſtributing the ſame among the neediell 
part of the priſoners belonging to each reſpective 
ſhip. 

From theſe public facts let the Reader judge, whe- 
ther a ſor! of Þ af: 726% conducted wich ſo much propri- 
ety, diſintereſtedneſs, and religion, could be ſo un- 
leceming his civil or religious character: and whether 
the many unbecoming, illiberal cenſures call upon 
by perſons who had every op- 
p2rtunity to inform themielves of the above facts, 


were not the genuine effect of ſettled malionity 
and envy. 


Eleventh. The Biſhop's nNjunQion to | 


Mr. TMarris 
for con eying to his Lo: dſhio, both his proofs of the 


allegations, and his future letters, is of that degraCi: 1% 
nature, that no perſon who had any pretenſions to 
honour would ever have complicd with it on auy 
terms: and it was for this forcible reaſon, that Mr. 
Harris never attempted to juſtify himſelf on the above 
criminations, till permitted to addreſs himſelf directly 
to his Lordſhip. Firſt, (fays the Biſhop in his letter 
o Mr. Harris); If you do not produce your proof; 
o Mr. Emmott of Gill-moſs, at preſent your Vicar, 
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«« to be forwarded to me by him in a letter open 
„his inſpection, I ſhall deem you 10 of Wiifu] 
1 e in the above particular 
again, ** To prevent all ſuſpicion of 3 nt 
e tion on your ide, fend your letters for the fu 

*© to Mr, Emmott to be tcad by him, and then fe; 
„ warced to me. I hall return my anſwers throug! 
*«« the ſame channel.“ Here is a fair plan indeed er 
Mr. Harris to juſtify himſelf! If he does not produ- 
his proofs, he is decmed guilty of wilful miſrepre- 
ſentation: and he is forbid to produce them, unleß 
he tacitly owns, that his proofs are not to be relies 
on; for he is to produce them to Mr. Emmott, an 
by the very act confeſs, that, unleſs they come 
through him, they deſerve no credit. Could a man, 
unleſs diveited of every principle c honour, havs 
acted, in ſuch iniulting circumſtances, different ſrom 
Mr. Harris? Beſides, was there no reaſon to ſuſpect, 
that Mr. Emmott, who, long before he was appoint- 
cd Vicar, had aftcd as one of Mr. Williams's chief 
confederates, and an avowed enemy to Mr. Harris, 
might ſuppreſs whatever information came to ht: 
hands in juſtification of the latter? Now, in thi» 
poſſible caſe, where could Mr. Harris obtain redrel, 
when he was not even ſuffered to know, but throug! 
Mr. Emmott bimſelf, whether his letter had been 
tranſmitted to the Biſhop? Whatever his Lordſhip's 
opinion might be of Mr. Emmott's fidelity in this 
particular, yet the Biſhop's opinion could never have 
rendered him perfectly impeccable, or, indeed, leg 
ſubject to temptations to miſrepreſentation, as h. 


would, in that caſe, have had every opportunity ot 


committing the crime, without the leaſt danger ot 
being convicted of it, 


n 


a 
5 
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Twelfth. The poſteript in the Diſop's letto1 
breathes the ſame ſpirit of rigid impartiality as docs 
the letter itſelf. I Have net ad the eh 7, ſavs his 
Lordſhip; and ſo he returns it unopened. T de incloſed 
here alluded to, was a jullißcation of nimſ F, which, 
as mentioned in page 91, Mr. Harris had inſerted in 
his letter to the Biſhop, and wihed him to peruſe. 
The reaſon he aſcribes for refuiing to read it, is very 
particular viz. ©** Becauſe he did nct wiſh to interfere 
© further in his money matters, than that an indivi- 
* dual ſhould ſubmit to the general ſenſe of his bre— 
„e thren.*”” But by what art did the Piſhop diſcover, 
that the incloſed contained only ſuch money matters, 
if he never read the contents? Might not the in- 
cloted have contained, as it certainly did, Mr. Har- 
ris's juſtification in other reſpects, or even in what 
his Lordſhip alledges againſt him in this very letter? 
Fain would the Biſhop labour to juſtify this proceed- 
ing: the moft ſpecious arguments mult all yield to 
the irreniſtible conviclion of this ſelf-evident principle 
cf juſtice, that no MAN OUGHT TO BE CONDEMNED 
UNHEARD. To condemn a perſon from the bare 
information of another (perhaps averſe to his intereſts) 
not only without aftording him an opportunity of 
defending himſelf, but peremptorily re ſuſing to admit 
lis juſtification, when offered, is a mode cf adminiſter— 
ing juſtice, that the moiſt elaborate argument will 
never juſtify, But what are theſe powerful arguments 
in vindication of his Lorditip's conduct in the cafe 
before us; The firſt is no bettter than a mere ſup- 
poſition : he ſuppoſed that Mr. Harris's juſliſication 
was confined to money matters, which was far from 
being the caſe; and though he had it in his power 
to undeceive himſelf, and contradict his own ſup- 
poſition, 
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poſition, by only looking into his paper, vet 
would not: but reſolved to adhere to his own tu. 
poſition, he refuſed to read it, and ſo returncd it. 
unopened. Another argument in ſupport of th: 
meaſure, is ſtated by his Lordſhip in a letter to 
Blundell, dated February gth, 1782, wherein 
reaſons thus: Had I read the papers ſent by N. 
Harris relative to the diſpute, | might indeed have 

„ gratifed an idle curioſity, ſo I call it, for they cou! 

© have been no direction to me, unleſs I had ally 

« read the caſe ſtated by Mr. Williams, which I never 

„ did.“ The plauſibility of this argument carric: 

not the leaſt weight of conviction along with it. I. 

his Lordſhip had ncver read the caſe ſtated by Mr. 
Williams, as he Geclares, he certainly had read Mr. 
Williams's caſe ſtated by ſomebody elſe ;. for he in- 

forms us in his firſt letter to Mr. Harris (page 71), 

that the repeated acccunts he had received of the dif- 
ferences, which had long ſul ſited between him and | 
Mr. Williams, reflected highly upon the character of Mr. 
Harris, not upon tne character of Mr. Williams; F 
which he never could have aſſerted, unleſs he had 
ſeen Mr. Williams's caſe, ſtated by ſomebody. 
Again; as a proof that he had ſeen the caſe ſtated | 
in favour of Mr. Williams, he haſtened to acquaint ; 
the Arbitrators, previous to the Award, that fron 
the beſt information he could get, he had found Mr. | F 
Harris to be more blameable than Mr. Williams. |: 


— 
* 


is therefore, evident, that, before his Lordſhip had : 
received Mr. Harris's juſtification, he had very at- 
iN tentively peruſed Mr. Williams's caſe, ſtated in ſucl 1 
4 a manner by ſomebody, as to induce him to take D 
1 a decided part in favour of Mr. Williams. Yet, his if 
| caſe thus ſtated, did not, it ſeems, gratify an ill | I 
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ieh, though he had never read that of Mr. Harris: 
but had he read that of Mr. Harris without reading 
i179 that of Mr. Williams, he declares it would have 
.nſwered no other end: the reaſon aſſigned for this 
difference is ſingular enough; it was becauſe Mr. 
Williams's caſe had not been ſtated by himſelf as was 
that of Mr. Harris, however circumſtantially it had 
been Rated by others. A third Argument uſed by 
is Lordſhip in vindication of his conduct, is thus 
a Rey the above letter to Mr. Blundell : “ Be- 

ſides, Audi alteram partem (HEAR THE OTHER 

*41p8) is a maxim I obſerve in all debates. Can- 
« dour therefore will not impute my returning Mr. 
*« Harris's papers unopened to any partial regard for 
„Mr. Williams.” But if candour will not impute 
the returning of Mr. Harris's papers unopened, to 
any partial regard for Mr. Williams, it moſt certainly 
will impute it to what is very near a-kin to it, 
ane partial diſregard for Mr. Harris: or elſe, why 
was not Mr. Harris heard according to the golden 


maxim, Audi alteram partem, as well as Mr, Wil- 


1:ms or his friends in his behalf? 


We have been uncommonly particular, if not per- 
aps too prolix, in our ſtrictures on the Biſhop's 
letter: but hope the indulgent Reader will excuſe 


our endeavours in vindicating a character, which, 


from the criminal imputations of that letter, indiſcri- 
minately expoſed to public view, has been vilified 
with uncommon freedom and injured with impunity, 
This apparent prolixity in our remarks, which may 


be conſidered as ſo many heads of reference in the 


ſequel of our narrative, will ſpare us a troubleſome 


— 
6 


repetitien of facts, which, had they not been thus 
F contracted 
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i contracted, would have been of indiſpenſable necell:;, 
* But let us haſten to cloſe this tedious ſection. 
. Though, for the reaſons alledged in the XIch Re. 
1 


mark, Mr. Harris did not think it conſiſtent with 
the ſafety of his character to ſend a reply to . 
Biſhop's letter through the channel of Mr. Emmgt: 
yet he did comply, within the limited time, wich 
orders he had from nis Lordſhip, to ſignify to . 
We Emmott, whether he would ſubmit the ſettling of |... 
b | accounts in diſpute to the deciſion of ſuch perſons, 
5 were mentioned in his letter. His note to Mr, ] 

. mott upon that occaiion ** begged leave to nobody ** 
, Emmott, he was very forry he could not acquic': 
in the new plan, conſiſtently with the nature of 
„ «© bond, and a former intimation from his Lordi 
ir « relative to the ſame.” The ſirſt part of th. 

ö had an immediate reference to his ſtrict adherer 
to that clauſe of the award, which recommend: + 
*% the parties to leave the ſettling of their accounts t 
their friends at Liverpool in preference to the br 
thren; and as Mr. Harris was bound in the penalt 
of £.200, to abide by that award, he therefur: 
thought it incompatible wich the nature of his bon“ 
to deviate from the tenor of that clauſe; ſince |: 
could not adopt the new mode, without becomir? 
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' guilty of a breach of the award. The ſecon 4 part 
[ Mr. Harris's note to Mr. Emmott, alluded to that 
1 clauſe in the Biſhop's firſt letter to him, in his 
. | his Lordſhip laid a ſtrict injunction on Mr. Har: 
1 to abide by the award of the brethren; in conſequegce 
of which he did not think he could act consent 
. with his Lordſhip's intimation, if he now acc 7 885 . 
#4 new mode, when the award, which he was erdets« 
0 
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to keep inviolable, recommended another, In a word, 
his non- acquieſcence in the new plan (which, by the 
bre, was entirely confined to 7emporal concerns) origi- 
nated from his ſtrict adherence both to the award, 
and to his Lordſhip's former intimation, enforcing 
that adherence in the ſtrongeſt terms. 


Nothing more was now wanting to complete the in- 
tended plan of ſuſpeniton, than for Mr. Emmott to 
comply with ſome preliminary formalities in the execu- 
don ofit. He did ſo: and to judge from his external 
deportment upon the occaſion, he performed his part 
with unfeigned alacrity. After repeatedly acquaint- 
ing Mr. Harris, that, if he did not comply with the 
new mode of ſettling the money matters in debate, he 
had orders from the Biſhop to ſaſpend him from his 
ſpiritual functions, and finding fill, that he was deter- 
mined to adhere to the letter of the award, aud to his 
Lordſhip's prior intimation, he propoſed an expedient 
which, without compelling him to acquieſce in the 
new plan, would have prevented the execution of the 
ſentence : he aſſured him, that He would leave the 
roven of Liverpool, no ſuſpenſion would take place. 
This ſingular propoſal contributed not a little to mi- 
ugate the dread of a ſuſpenſion viſibly intended to 
efteQt the removal of Mr. Harris, who, unable to diſ- 
cover any crime in his living in the town, choſe rather 
to ſubmit to his ſuſpenſion, than to quit the town in 
diſgrace: accordingly, on the 31ſt day of December 
1781, he was ſuſpended, for the firſt time, from the 


exercite of all his miniſterial functions both in and 
out of Liverpool. 


We wiſh we could indulge our readers with a copy 
of the latin ſuſpenſion in its original form: but fince 
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1 Mr. Harris himſelf was not allowed even to hold“ 
1 in his own hands, but only permitted to read it oy: 
4 i of Mr. Emmott's, and ſince the ſame, as declared 

by Mr. Emmott, was by the Biſhop's orders, immedi. 
ately committed to the flames, in the preſence of Mr. 
Harris and other witneſſes, we are forced to conclud- 
our ſubjeR in this imperfect manner. 


* — "a 
eO I. 


THE CONGREGATION SENDS A PETITION ro THz 
BISHOP IN BEHALF OF MR. HARRIS. TRUSTEL: 
ARE DULY ELECTED FOR THE TEMPORAL 1 
NAGEMENT OF THE CHAPEL. MR. HARRTS 
GOODS ARE DISTRAINED UNDER PRETEXNCE (7 
RENT BEING DUE FOR HIS HOUSE TO MR. C17 
TON OF LYTHAM. 


HE ſentence of ſuſpenſion, pronounced uk 

Mr. Harris, 22 as might be expected, ver 
differeat effects. Mr. Willams and his conſederate; 
ſeemed to exul: in his misfortune, and doubted not, but 
what Mr. Williams's worn-out prophecy, reſpecting 
the baniſkment of Mr. Harris from the town 0! 
Liverpool, was now on the eve of being accompliſhed, 
On the other hand, Mr. Harris's friends of every 
denomination ſympathized in his ſufferings wich un— 
feigned grief. In this divided Rate of inclinations 
and paſſions, while yet confuſion prevailed and diſ- 
traction increaſed, Mr. Harris on the 11th of 2 
nuary following, received a letter from Mr. b mnt 
without a date, a copy. of which we hs” ſub⸗ 
j. with a few neceſſary marginal notes, 
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Copy of a Letter from Mr. Emmott to Mr. Harris, 


« Sir, 


J have received another letter from the B— p, 
„in which he ſays — I am really concerned, that 
« Mr. Harris would not ſubmit to what was deemed 
« reaſonable by every unprejudiced perſon (*). It 
« was not without great reluctance, that I was forced 
«to take the preſent ſtep. If he ſhould be ſo ill- 
* adviſed, as to publiſh his caſe in print, he may 
9 he ſhall never be employed in this 
„Pillrict, or even permitted to ſay M—13, I re- 
* commena to him not to make the experiment (5). 
ef he will make projet ſubmiſſion, I may employ 
him in ſome other place, act at Liverpool (). It 
hurts me much to reduce any perſon to his ſituation, 
** unleſs compelled by very cogent reaſons (). The 
ſooner you ſend an afiſtant to Mr. Williams the better, 


«« I with 


| #2 1 — 2 
14 Allet 


(*) If we are to judge from the Biſhop's portial line of infor- 
mation and conduct, fo viſible through the whole conteſt, we may 
eaſily conjecture, who theſe unprejudiced perſons were, to whom 
be fo often appeals in his letters. Let any truly unprejudiced perſon 
weigh the reaſons of the 8th Remark, and he will ſoon be con- 
vinced, whether the plan of reference, to which Mr. Harris's 


ſubmiſſion was required, was ſo very reaſovable as the Biſhop 
alerts, 


(FJ) It is U. aſtoniſhing, how implicitly the Biſhop believed 
every information againſt Mr, Harris! Some unprejudiced perſon, 
no douke..* h zad informed his Lordſhip, that Mr. Harris intended 
) Fran is Caſe in print; and immediately, without any farther 
prob 


r there could be none for what he had never expreſſed a 

ng he virtually charges him | with It. Who knows, 
12 returning of Mr. H artis's juſtiſication vnopened made his 
Lore? * apprehend, that the i Into! mation Was ſofficient y grounded 


in Jaſtice, though utterly falſe in fact? 
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« J with you could prevail upon ſome perſon +» 
« induce Mr, Harris to make proper ſubmiſſion, it i. 
* his duty to do ſo(t). The ſcandal na: bec; 
5 ſuſhciently propagated (“). If he expreſſes ng 
e defire of being reſtored, let me know at your con. 
*© venience.” So far the Biſhop. 


64 c 0 
4% þ 


(+) Here is again the GRAND OBJECT in view! and the 
of the ſuſpenſion appears in its proper ſhade, 


(i) We are led to believe from this and other letters, that wil 
ſucceſſively appcar, that the central erde of theſe cogent reaſani wi; 
the removal of Mr. Harris out of tle town of Liverpool. 


(1) What this ſubmiſſion might be, which is here declared t- 6» 
Mr. Harris's duty, the Biſhop does not ſpecify. As Mr. ! 
bas often defied any one to prove, that he ever, directly or ind 
refuſed to ſubmit to the Biſhop in any branch of his ſpirit: 
Juriſdifion, which we apprehend is the only branch in which |. 
can exact ſubmiſſion; it is rather difficult to aſcertain what t: 
ſubmiſſion meant: ſurely, it could never mean a ſubmiſſion 11 
temporals, in which, all along, his Lordſhip had abſolute. 
claimed all interference 


(*) Scandal and defamation had certainly been propagated vt. 
out meaſure, and, apparently, without remorſe. Of this d 
well convinced by dear-bought experience. But the cauſe f 
particular kind of ſcandal alluded to by the Biſhop, is h. 
plained by his Lordſhip. His Vicar is explicit enough 
below, where he adviſes Mr. Harris to remove the cauje of |» 
by retiring from the towwn of Liverpool, Living then in Live. 
was Mr. Harris's real crime. This appears evident from : 
Emaott's words; for, if Mr. Harris would retire from the (50 
of Liverpool, he aſſured him, that he ſhould have the f. Iiir 
that ſhould preſent itſelß, and, of courſe, his ſuſpenſion . 
immediately ceaſe. 
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Let me aſſure Mr. Harris, that if you make the 
«« proper ſubmiſſion required by the Biſhop, and 
„ -or,ove. the cauſe of ſcandal by retiring from the 
© Tarn of Liverpool, you ſhall be provided for untill 
« a living ſhall preſent itſelf. 


«+ Your ſincere and well-wither, 
J. LN — T. 
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The contents of this half-anonymons letter induced 
eme of Mr. Harris's friends to defer no longer ad- 
Gelling a petition to the Biſhop in his behalf. The 
ſabſequent letter, which accompanied the petition or $1 
addreis, will is form the Reader of the manner, in 
which the buſineſs was conducted. 


a. 
— — 
- —” — AM mee 


ER 


Copy of a letter from Mr. Henry Billinge to the 
very Rev. Mr, Gibion, 


„% My Lord. 
The reſpect due to your Lordſhip's character, 
demands an apology for the preſent inelegant form 
and condition of the incloſed Addreſs. - When I 
Mas firſt appointed to conduct this buſineſs, it was 
thought unneceſſary to multiply names: a perſonal 
application to molt of the principal Catholics in 
{© Town was deemed ſufficient to anſwer the laudable 
deſign. In conſequence of this limited plan, I 
= © ventured to write your Lordſhip's directions on the 
& © reverſe of the Addreſs : but no ſooner the purport 
= © of it was rumoured about the Town, but numbers 
of every condition and rank unſolicited, perſons, 
uno had before been in oppoſite intereſts, inceſſant- 
' WE!” rcforted to my houſe, expreſſing their utmoſt 
| I concern, and ſuch an emulation to ſerve Mr. Har- 
dat I was agreeably forced to let them ſub. 
be their names. Did not the preſent turbulent 
F 4 © complexion 
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** complexion of things require an immediate apy!. 
cation to your Lordſhip, I could, in a few day: 
„ tranſmit a double number of ſubſcribers, withou: 
e the trouble of going out of doors.—Your Lord. 
*© ſhip's favourable anſwer to the Addreſs, be please 
** to direct for Mr. John Kaye, Merchant in Hig! 
«« ſtreet, or to, 
« My Lord, 
Who is with due reſpect and deference, 
* Your Lordſhip's moſt obedient Servant, 
© HENRY-DILLINGE." 


Liverpool, Jan. 17th. 1782.“ 


Though the fricnds of Mr. Harris never intendes 
to ſolicit the ſubferiptions of perſons, who did not be. 
long to the Congregation of Liverpool; yet, as Mr. 
Blundell of Ince had taken a very friendly active j ir 
in adjuſting the Differences, at the particular requz: 
of the very Rev. Mr. Gibſon, and that of his valua!!: 


on of the Addreſs, but to requeſt his ſanction, by bg. 
ing the favour of his ſignature. This requeſt he mode!':; 
declined from a principle of delicacy, which app*-!: 
from his letter to the Biſhop upon the occaſion, Gate 
January 14th. 1782; wherein he not only recomme!«- 
ed to the Biſhop's patronage the ſaid Addreſs, as be 
« ing very reſpectful and modeſt, and breathing n9- 
e thing but a Ceſire of peace, and of preventing {9 
«© unhappy conſequences, which he had great reaſon 
«© to fear, would enſue ; but declared alſo, that, having 
been earneſtly ſolicited by ſome of the moit reſpeck. 
* able characters among the Catholics in Liver! 
« join in the Addreſs with his Brother and man} 
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« others, in favour of that much injured Gentleman 
„Mr. Harris, he, not being of the Congregation, 
thought better to convey his ſentiments in a letter, 
which, he /aid, he did it out of a motive of juſtice 
© and compaſſion to him.“ 


The Addreſs, being now ſigned by three hundre« 
Catholics in Liverpool, was immediateiy ſent to his 
Lordſhip by Expreſs on the 18th of January 1782. 
As the ſame was very much reflected upon in his Lord- 
izp's Anſwer, we ſhall here tranſcribe it word for 
word, 


Copy of the Addreſs to the very Rev. Mr, Gibion, 
My Lord, 


« The very alarming appearances, which, in con 
'* ſequence of Mr. Harris's Suſpenſion, ſeen daily to 
e threaten the welfare of this Congregation, make It 
* incumbent on our duty to make a ſubmiſlive remon- 
** trance to your Lordſhip, as the only perſon, who 
can effectually prevent the impending evils, which 
ewe have but too many reaſons to dread. Indeed, 
My Lord, it is incredible, how far this unhappy e- 
vent has exaſperated the minds of perſons of every 
religious deſcription in this town: every one ſeems 
*« perſonally hurt in his misfortune, —Mr. Harris's ſi- 
ent ſubmiſſion to your Lordſhip's doom, and the 
** pacificexhortations he has made on the occaſion, how- 
ever commendable in themſelves, have only ſerved 
to intereſt them the more in his ſupport, and in the 
s vindication of his ſufferings.—In a word, no fayour- 
_ able occurrence whatever could ever have exhibited 
in a flronger light the general eſteem and reſpect, in 
F 3 „Which, 
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* which, to the advantage of our Religion, Mr. Ha 
*« 15 held in this 'T'own by perſons of every presst 
* and rank. 

* Actuated by theſe rational motives, and becau”: 


the great concourſe of Catholic Foreigners in th. 
Town, excluſive of Priſoners of War, does certain! 
require, in our opinion, ſome religious proviſion 
their behalf, of which they are now entirely de 
tute, though already wanted ſince the fatal Cz; 

*© Suſpenſion ;—We, the undermentioned Roma! 
*« tholics, confiding in your Lordſhip's zeal and pa. 
«« ternal diſpoſitions, do moſt earneſtly entreat you: 
«© Lordſhip to reſtore our worthy Paſtor Mr. Harri: 
** his former ſtation in this Town, by revoking a f 
«« penſion, which, from the preſent diſtracted late 
** our Congregation, and the daily increaſing ferment 
of the People, we have every reaſon to apprehend mz: 
be productive of very ſerious conſequences at la, 
«© continued in force for any time. 


% We cannot conclude this Addreſs without bes- 
« ging leave to obſerve to your Lordſhip, as a fari!:-: 
s argument to enforce the juſtice of this our hamble re. 
«© queſt, that Mr. Earris's leading principle in the long 
«© conteſted Difference between him and Mr. Willis: 
« (however it may have been repreſented to you! 
« Lordſhip) is perfectly conſonant to written circc- 
« tions of your Lordſhip's worthy Predeceſſor, who in 
« three conſecutive Letter:, now before us, the very 
s Jaſt he wrote upon the ſubject, expreſſes himſcli in 
« the following words: firſt, in a Letter to len 
«« Blundell, Eſq. dated York, Auguſt 21, T1 bs In 
« they will not agree about their money, &c. [ can. 
* not be of ſervice to them; for I meddle not in thc: 
«© Temporals 
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| cc Temporals : and, a little Beloao, rather chan 20 On 
*« vrangling at this rate, and ſplitting the Congregation 
into parties, may it not be adviſeable, if nothing bet- 
ter occurs, to fall into the method adopted in ſome 
« other Chapels, where a certain number of Truftees 
« are choſen from among the Congregation, who 
manage all the concerns of the Chapel, collect the 
bench- money, pay the incumbents, &c. &c? What- 
ever I propoſe on this ſubject, I beg, Sir, you will 
' underitand it, not to be a deciſion or direction, but 
* only a friendly hint for the reſtoration of peace; 
for I abſolutely diſclaim all interference in their 
temporals.” In a ſecond Letter to the ſame, dated 
Vork, Sept. zoth. 1779, I have received a let- 
* ter ſigned by three Gentlemen of Liverpool, to- 
gether with a paper containing certain Reſolves 
about the chuſing of Truſtees, &c. to which my 
concurrence 15 requeſted, I am too ill to enter into 
a particular diſcuſſion of ſuch an affair; fo would 
'* chuſe to leave it to the people, to whom, I think, 
it belongs of right, to determine in what manner 
they would have their contributions divided, and to 
make that diviſion by the hands of 'Truſtees, choſen 
by themſelves; and I have ſignified to Mr. Williams, 
* that it is my opinion, that peace is moſt likely to 
be reſtored and maintained by adopting ſuch a me- 
„ thod,” In fine, in a letter addreflzd to the Con- 
gregation at large, dated York, October 20th. 1779, 
and directed to Mr. Robert Lawrence, I am ad- 
** viſed to addreſs myſelf to you, as a proper perſon 
to make known to the Congregation, what | have 
to ſay relating to the preient diſtenſions. I did 
propoſe the mode of chuſing Truſtees for the man- 
F 6 *© agement 
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** agement of the Chapel. This, I underftar 

** diſagreeable to one of the parties (Mr. Williams, 
and therefore I am now ſolicited to ſend a 7% 
«* 7njuntdtiom to enforce that mode. But this is a me. 
'« ſure, which I cannot adopt by any means. . 
*© Congregation will be pleated to obſerve, that th 
*« diſpute between the two Incumbents is about thei: 
«« Temforal Concerns ; the government of their houſ-, 
„ the diviſion of their rents and monies, matters, 


which do not properly fall under my juriſdiction, 
Both parties know, for I have repeatedly declared 
*« to them, that I will not intermeddle 2 my bd com 


mand in their Temperals, What I adviſed, 
«« friend, for the ſake of peace; but ſeeing that i 


«© does not give ſatisſaction, I muſt be ſilent, and on 
spray to God that he will reſtore concord.“ 


„The Arbitrators in their Award ſeem to have ha: 
in view the ſame leading principal of the Congr-5:- 
*« tion's right, and do, accordingly, give the prefer 
*« ence to the members of it, for ſettling ſuch money 
* matters as were left unſettled in the Avard.——In -- 


« fett, My Lord, both the Chapel, and every exp*1- 


« five alteration in it, were built, and made, by o » 
«« ſcription, and the Incumbents themſelves are lap. 
« ported by voluntary contributions from the peop:?. 


“Upon theſe principles, then, we flatter ourſel;-*, 
*« that, after graciouſly reinſtating Mr, Harris in 1» 
«« former ſtation, your Lordſhip will condeſcend ſo tat 
« 25 to give a written ſanction to this rational mode ci 
« ſettling the remaining part of the Difference. 


« We have preſumed to ſend your Lordſhip this our 
application by Expreſs, and your Lordſhip's favour 


ls 
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« able anſwer by the iime will be a laſling obligati- 
on conferred on, 
« My Lord, 
“% Your Lordſhip's 
« Moſt dutiful and obedient children in Chris 
ge. Ke. Re. K. 
« Liverpool, January 14th. 1782. 


This Addreſs, which, notwithſtanding the nnremit- 
ted pains taken by Mr. Williams, and ſome fc! 
Emiifaries, to diſſuade people from ſubſcril ing, Was 
yet ſigned in the ſpace of three days, by Three h 
perſons of the Congregation, whoie - Lit we 


5 *» 1 


ſerve, apprarcd then to eve! * Ou 51 Der, Wat, We 


* 
. 


ſt! immagine, malt appear to cvery diipaſttonate 
Reader, a reſeaſt i and ales Addreſs, not at 71! 
flecting on his Loriſhip's prerogative, but offering, 
with ſubmiſſive eee ſuch reaſons to his con- 
aeration, as might induc: his Lcrdſhip to grant their 
requeſt. The deſign of the 8 ib{cribers and th e pur- 
port of their petition were - in no other; but the 
Biſhop viewed the latter in a very different ligut. 
In his firſt reply to the Subſcribers, dated Janaa;y 
21it, which he returned by the ſame expreſs, pro- 
miſing to ſend à more circumſtantial anſwer, he ex- 
preſſed his diſapprobation in the following words: 
In the interim, I cannot but expreſs my ſurprije and con- 
cern, that my conduct fhuuld be fo arraigned and condemns 
ed by ſuch incompetent judges. Thele reflecting words 
were fully explained in his more circumſtantial anſwer ; 
which, though directed as deſired, was yet conveyed 
through the channel of Mr. Emmott open for his 
inſpection. The following is an exact copy, which 
we purpoſe to illuſtrate with a few remarks, 
Copy 
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Copy of the Biſhop's anſwer to the above Addref 


cc 


cc 
16 
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«cc 


this unhap 


Mr. John Kaye, Merchant, in High- ſtreet, L.. 
%% verpool.“ 

cc Sir, 
4 A variety of incidents has hitherto, unav-.- 
ably, prevented me from ſending my ſentimen: 
relative to the Addreſs ; which, as you are . 
pointed to conduct the buſineſs, you may com- 
municate in the manner, you 
proper. 
«© Though nothing can aſford me a more real e 
tisfaction, than to receive from the 


* . 
ſnall think nic: 


N 5 1 
ſtrongeſt proofs of eſteem and regard for the 
Paſtors, yet, 1 ſay it with concern, there is reaion 


* * f® . 1 P . 
© # . * vw £- -* at * # .* " = 4 % 2, 
VI lome 2 LICUIGTS 1 TILE PT. 


to be dillatisfed 
ſent Addreis. 
It is incredible (the Subſcribers 
ppy event has ar ne the 
perſons of every religious deſcription i in this Town, 
Not againf the object of the Petition, ſurely, fc 
every one ſeems perſonally hurt in his misfortune ; 
but againſt the Author of the unhappy ever: 
his is the clear and obvious import of the wor, s. 
The Petitioners therefore, not only ufurp to themſelwe 
the preres rative of ſcrutinigiug the motiVes of t hae 
authority, which they are bound to reſpet and ctey, 
but erecthiug a Tribunal, they arraign, judge, aud 
condemn them as inſufficient: and this, not wwi!hin 
their own breaſts, but publicly, and in cencurrence 
with perſons of every religious deſcription. Though 
I wiſh not to be at variance with any deſcription of 
men, nor with any one man in any deſcription, 
yet their opinions are not to be the maſters of my 
gor from them am I to receive my 
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conſcience, 
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ee by interfering 427 the Th [priritual ALT, 


£ bj raiſing COommuotions, an betraying marks of an 1 
«© exaſperated mind, if 4 Clergyman of their Church i 
= © incurred the diſpleajure of highs r Powers The | 
F< Petitioners, I hope, did not intend. to convey a ' + 
direct cenſure upon my proceedings: but Heir 1: 
'* UrMUYIHES and complaints, if continued, will bear 2 it 
% no other conſtruction, and expoſe them both to the A! 
„ guilt and puniſhment of diſobedience. It is like 4 
. o 5 * bf 1 
«the ſin of witch- craft, to rebel; 8 liks the crime F 
«0! idolatry, to refuie to obey. #? 
ky 
Since I -entercd upon my office, I have omititd 173 
| care, nor erguirics, I have conlultcd perſons 
„ 1707 reſpectable for their learning and piety, which 
** wou:d be the moſt effectual method to put an end 
* to a. diſagreeable conteſt. I have lazcured to 7he 
eme of my power te diſciaree my auty in tits 
% foint'; frequently imp oring the divine aſſiſtance, 
se tliat God we uid vouchſafe to pour on his people 
S © thoughts and counſe! 5 Of peace, anc 1705 to us the 
ff t and 1 cureſt ng to a jpeedy and permanent 
'* reconciliation, Determined not to interfere in 
their temporal concerns, after the example of my 
*« Predeceſior of vencrable memory, I directed the 
general ſenſe of their Brethren to be taken, which 
. cc 


was the moſt proper mode of ſettlin g the accounts. 


The contending 18 were to be regulated by the 
© united voice of their Brethren. Thus 1s the uſual 
{i 


and moſt rational method of putting an end to 
**difputes, in which I diſclaim all immediate inter- 
*« ference, I cannot therefore, conf, ently with my 
e repeaied 
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repeated declarations, nor with the ſentiments of wy 
*« worthy Predecefſor, give a written ſanction ta (/; 
mode propoſed, in the cloſe of the petition, of ſeitliny 
the accounts, whatever my idea may be of its pro- 
priety : leaving that affair to the Congregation, and 
** the general ſenſe of the Body, to which the [ncun. 


cc 


«7 


ec 


*© bents belong, I ſhall be ſilent, as my Predeceſſor 
*« expreſies himſelf, and only pray to God that he 


may reflore concord. I am here to be underſtood rf 
a future ſyſtem to be eſtabliſhed in order to prevent 
** difſentions. As to ſettling money matters, le. 
unſettied by the Award, the general ſenſe of th: 
% Brethren refers the point to three of them: t5 
which ſcheme, I fee no material objection: i: 1 
by no means inconſiſtent with the Award, whic 
directs the contending parties, either to furniſh the 
Arbitrators with proper information---or imme— 
diately to refer the ſame to the arbitration of ſom* 

of their friends at Liverpool. As this article wa: 
| not, immediately, referred to their friends at Liver- 
[ ** pool, it reverts to the furmer method by the ſpirit, 
j * if not even by the letter, of the Award. 


6 The concern, which the Petitioners expreſs, for t! 
| Catholic Foreigners and Priſoners of war, is 4. 
e undouvied provf of their charitable aud ſympathizin; 
« temper, but they have this conſolation, that not 
they, but I am reſponſible to God my judge, who 
| % knows that I had my reaſons for acting with ap- 
«« parent ſeverity, and that neither animoſity nc: 
| «« prejudice diftated my deciſion. 


«c 


cf 


| We therefore exhort and beſeech you ail by the 
j « bowels of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, to remember, 
% that we all have the {ame Maſter who is in heaven, 


4 
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© the ſame Redeemer, who not only commands us 
© to pardon offences, but has recommended this pre- 
«« cept to us with his expiring breath, with his head 
„ crowned with thorns, and his hands ſtretched out 
„for us. But it you have bitter zeal, and there be 
© contentions in your hearts, glory not --for where 
e envying and contention is, there is inconſtancy and 

every evil work. For the reſt, be of one mind, 
ee have peace; and the Gicd of peace and of love 
„ ſtall be with you. 

« M. Gisson 


A ſTeadla im, 29th. Jan. 1782. 


Had the werds of the above Addreſs been put to 
the torture, it is not conceivable, how they could have 
yielded the meaning, fo fore ibly La from them 
in this ſtudied Anſwer, There are paſſages in it, 
that ſeem to inſinuate a conſcionſneſs of ſtretch of 
power; and, in order to obviate the charge, a charge 
is brought againſt the Petitioners, as if guilty of 
encroaching on the rights of ſpiritual authority. 


1. They are accuſed of ſcrutinizing the motives of 
that authority they are bound to reſpet and to obey : 
this, we imagine, can be no other but /piritual au- 
thority : and yet, there is not a tittle in their Addreſs, 
that conveys the moſt diſtant intention of any ſuch 
ſcrutiny; and the motives of that authority are not 
ſo much as hinted at. The Petitioners only begged 
leave to enforce their humble regueſt, by repreſenting 
to his Lordſhip Ve leading principle of Mr. Harris's 
couduct in the Conteſt, fo conformable to the ſentiments 
of his Predeceſſor on the ſubject : their reaſon for this 
repreſentation was man:feit enough: as the Biſhop 
bad returned Mr. Harris's juſtification unopened, they 
apprehenced, 


* 
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apprehended, that his leading principle was ſtill un- 
known to his Lordſhip, 

They are accuſed of erecing a Tribunal, and an. 
raigning, judging, and conderining, the motives of 
Spiritual authority as inſufficient : and yet, not a word 
is mentioned in their Addreſs 5 reſpecting. : any ſuch in- 
ſuficiency ; but, on the reve: ſe, : as a convincing procf 
that, inſtead of arraigning 11 ing. and condemning 
they both revered and obeyed his i authority, 
they made a /u bmi/ſive remonſtrance to his Lordſbip, a. 
the ently perfor from wh 0772 they could expec? the re/tora- 
tion of Ur. Harris. 


3. The Tribunal, continues the Biſhop, was creed, 
not within iheir ewn breaſts, but in public; and there, 
in concurrence with per/jens of every religious dejcrip- 
tion, the petitioners arraigned, judged, aud condemried 
c. The whole of this and the two preceding 
charges is an inference from that expreſſion in t 
Addreſs, that the unhappy event had exaſperated te 
minds of perſons of every religious deſcription. But 
we can perceive no 1mmediate connexion between 
that expreſſion and the inferences deduced from 1t.,— 

A perſon, indeed, muſt be a ſtranger to the diſpo- 
ſitions of Engliſh-men, who can ſuppoſe, that in a 
country, where the greateſt criminal is never con- 
demned unheard, Mr. Harris's condemnation, who/e , 
Juſtification had been returned HE, could have 
failed exaſperating the minds of perſons unaccuſtomed 


2 


to ſuch proceedings. 


4. The charge of accumulated folly and officiou/nt 
is evidently levelled, not againſt the e © of 
the above Addreſs, but again per/ons of a different de- 
ſeriftion, If we be not deceived in the alluſion of 
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is Charge, it has no other viſible tendency than to 
ee. with reproach any recommendations of 
Clergymen of our perſuaſion, that perſons of a dit- 
tzrent deſcription may be inclined, upon occaſion, to 
tranſmit to their Superiors. Some years ago, an 
applicauon from that quarter would have been eſteem- 
ed an high compliment: no, it is deemed an iuſult, 
deſerving no milder cenſure than that of accamulated 


c. The Petitioners are accuſed of u,rmurings and 
eetlaints ; as there is not a word in their Addreſs, 
that indicates the leaſt complaint or murmur, We are 
apt to believe, that the accuſation, as uſual, reſted 
entirely upon the intelligence of ſome anprejudiced 
nformers. 

6. His Lordſhip's declaration, that frce he had 
entered agen his office, he had omitted no care, nor eu- 
quiries, confirms a-new what we have ſo often de- 
clared, that, however determined to receive no in- 
formation of the caſe either from Mr. Harris or his 
friends, he had labeured to the utmoſt of his power not 
to omit any enquiries, that might faves the pretenſions 
of Mr, Williams. 

7. From a principle of the rice delicacy, tlie 
Biſhop refuſed to give a written ſanction to the mode 
propoſed, in the cloſe of the petition, of ſettling the ac- 
counts by the friends at Liverpool, conformably to the 
recommendation of the Award: and yet in direct 
oppoſition to that principle he had juſt before co 
manded Mr. Harris, under pain of ſuſpe 5 to 
ſubmit the ſettling of the {ame temporal concerns to 
the deciſion of others, 

3, 
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8. Since the Petitioners only requeſted his Tore 
ſhip's ſanction to the mode propoſed, in the cloſe gt 
their petition, of ſettling the accounts; it folloy: 
neceſſarily, that, when he declared, he would /: 
tat affair to the Congregation and the general fen 
the Bedy, to which the Incumbents belonged, he meant 
to leave that ſettlement to the Congregation and th 
Body, Why then did he inſiſt, that the ſame ſhov! 
be entirely regulated by the general ſenſe of the 
Body excluſive of the Congregation ? Fain would 
he reitrun his meaning 10 4 future ſyſtem to be a. 
blifhed in order to prevent diſſonſions the Petition?! 
never requeited his ſanction to any ſuch ſyſtem in 
their ddreſs, but only to the mode of ſetiling te 
accounts. 


+8 
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9. But as that article of the award, replies the 
Biihop, that directed the contending parties either 12 
furniſh the Arbitratcrs with proper information, tr 
immediately 70 refer the /eitling of their accounts to the 
arbitration of ſome of 'rheir ſriends at Liverpool, was 
not immediately referred to the latter, it reverts te 
the former method by the ſpirit, if not even by the letter, 
of the Award. But whoſe fault was it, that the ſame 
Was not 77:mediately complicd with? Not Mr. Harris's 
ſurely ; for he had all along inſiſted on Mr, Willi— 
ams's 7mmediate compliance with it, So, that, accord- 
ing to his Lordſhip's mode of arguing, Mr, Wilu- 
ams's nor-compliance was to be conſidered not only 
as an act of merit undeſerving cenſure, but as a de- 
ciſive reaſon for counteracting both 255 letter and w 
Spirit of the Award ! 

10. We are happy to find, that, notwithſtanding 
the cenſures paſted upon the Petitioners in the con- 

tex. 


"* YA & | Ie. 14; 


ent of the letter, which ſeemed te exp2/e tem 72 the 
t and puniſhment of the work of crimes; the, 
are yet, in the cloſe, entitled to ſome praiſe, for the 
indeubted proof of their charitable and /ympathizing 
enen, in ſoliciting ſpiritual ſupport in behalf of 
voreigners and Priſoners of War. 

Whoever will take the pains of confronting theſe re- 
marks with their reſpective paſſages in the Piſhop's 
anſwer (expreiled in Italics for diſtinction- ſake), 
will readily grant, that the ſubmiilive tenor of the 
Petitioners Addrefs was far from delerving the recep- 
tion it met. 

As the Biſhop's reply to Mr. Biundel!'s letter, 
«ach accompanied the Petition, has been already 
quoted, 1n great meaſure, in the Vth. Rewark of the 
precedent Section, and, one paſſage excepted, which 
will be inſerted in a better place, contained nothing 
materially different from his anſwer to the Addreſs, 
we ſhall therefore forbear inſerting it, and ſhall pro- 
proceed, without delay, to explain the ſecond part 
of the title of this Section, reſpecting the election of 
Truitees, which happened about this time. 

The Plan for re- eſtabliſning Truſtees, agreeably 
to the Original Eſtabliſhment of the Chapel, had 
been in agitation, as may be ſeen in the Second 
Section of this Appeal, ever ſince the year 1779. 
The ſame would have been carried into execution 
at that time, and a concluſion put to all difſen- 
ons, had not Mr. Williams, in open reſiſtance to 
mne late Biſhop's recommendation and propoſal, 
trained every nerve to fruſtrate the execution of a Plan 
incompatible with his favourite ſcheme of engroſi- 
ing the income of the place, and farving Mr, Harris 
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ot of Town. ioverer, when, after may 
{itudes, the differences were fubmitted to the ref, 
of tne Se the Plan was alſo laid a“. 


hopes, that peace, the only object of that! . 
would be the immediate fruit of that Referee 
But the expectations of the people were aga: 
appointed. In conſequence of reiterated bro. 
the Award, Mr. Williams hal very ſoon forfe. 
right to all rae concerns Trith i Char; 
and Mr, Harris, though no way fan, 
tion of the ſame, nad lately been ſuſpend. 
his functions. This unpromiling fituation dt 
ec attended wg daily broi 


s guilty © 


ts, and 
7 
1 


propriate to bimſe If the incsme ar the Place, induc; 


ſeveral of the Congregation to revive once mor: 
long intended Plan of re-eſtabliſhing Truſtees, there. 


by to check Mr. Williams's conduct, and to el: 
peace by fixing the Government of the Chapel cn 
its primitive foundation, Accordingly (8), © 


(*) See page 88 and 89.— In a letter from the Biſhop to 
Blundell of Ince, dated November 17th. 1781, prior to Mr, 
Harris's ſuſpenſion, his Lorſhip writes thus: If Mr. Vill 
does not abide by the Award, he moſſ certainly will not mec: with 
a more favourable treatment than Mr, Harris : yet, when | 
Lordſhip was informed that Mr. Williams had repeatedly broken te 
Award, he neither anſwered the information, nor took the lan 
notice of the treſpaſs; but ſuffered Mr. Williams to officiate | 
the Chapel with im punity. 


(S) The following account of the election of the acting Truſtees 
marked with marginal commas (Ce) is a literal extract from tha: cir- 
cumſtantial State of the Caſe, which was publiſhed in the Liverpcs! 
pape : 
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© the 17th, day of February 1782, a Meeting was 
« held at the Caſtle in Lord-Street of a coniderable 
© number of Bench-holders, to proceed to the Elec- 
tion of Truſtees?”. 

« To preclude every avenue to illegal meaſures, or 
© partial views, or even the moſt diſtant ſuſpicion of 
«© either, the meeting was preceeded, both by repeat- 
« ed perſonal app! cations to the different qualified 
« bench-holderz, and by repeated written notices 
« publickly iſſued out at the Chapel door, for days 
« together, requeſting their attendance on that day, 
«and at the above mentioned place. The meeting 
« being thus convened, and the members aſſembled 
« ( far exceeding in number that of the pretended 
© CHAPEL-WARDEXS on the 3d. of April 1783, as 
« will appear in the /econd part of this Appeal), Ad. 
* ins Truſtees were there and then unanimouſly cho- 
« ſen, aprecably to the primitive eſtabliſhment of the 
„Chapel; and the fame were afierwards ratified in 
„writing by other ualiſied Bench-holders, who could 
«© not attend the ſuinmons ; and thereby compoſed a 
„very conſiderable majority of the then collective 
Body of pertons of Vat deſcription, as may be ſeen 
in the original paper, now in the poileition of the 
Acting Pruſtees: nay, moſt of the few, who, 
being abſent, did not chuſe afterwards to ratify 


e the reſolves, aſſigning for reaſon, that they would” 


ce not interfere on either ſide, ſtill expreſſed their ap- 
« probation of the Plan adopted; and ſome of the 

cc Very 
papers of the 31ſt. of Jul, 1783, ſome furthe particulars of which 
will be inſerted in the Sequel. As that State of the Caſe has never 
yet been contradicted, not even by the z//-bred Author of Mr. 


M' Donald's 70 currilous pub: ications, we could not, with any pro- 


priety, alter the form or its contents in the preſent Extract 
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? 
; ; a 
ve ry. few, who abſolutely rejected it, happen ee : 
ebe the very perſons, who, having ſigned the O 
«« ginal Appointment of Truſtees in the Year 17 


* D 
f 


were already bound to abide by the ſame.” 


To convince the Reader at one view, that, not! : 
ſtanding the many illiberal aſperſions thrown cn 
the above Meeting, the ſame was conducted in cer; 
part with the utmoſt fairneſs, difinteretedneſs, 1.1 
Equity, and that their deciſions were diQated b. 
beſt of motives, Peace and Juſtice, we ſhall 108 N 
ſubjoin their Reſolves and Regulations, which ue 
as follow. 

I. That a certain number of Truſtees be choſer, 


and the Truſtees be perſons of known property. 


IT. That the Truſtees, thus choſen, continue dur. 
ing the ſpace of three Years ; and that in cafe «/ 
death of any of them, or accidental inability t 
act, another be choſen by the reſt of the Truſtees. 


. CR _. x. IE 


> 
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III. That at the expiration of the time before- 
mentioned, new Truſtees be choſen as before; and 
that the old Truſtees, or any of them, may be 
re-elected, if they chute to ſerve. 

IV. That a quarterly written notice be ifTued 
out by the Truſtees, and the ſame be afixed to the 
Chapel Door, two weeks, before the Rents ſhall 
become due; and that the time and place where 


payment ſhall be made, be ſpecified in that notice. 


V. That the Truſtees be empowered to diſpoſe of 
ſuch Benches as the holders of them ſhall refuſe to 
make payment within the time by them ſpecified. 


VI. That the Truſtees have a diſcretional power 


to raiſe or lower the rents of Benches, 
VII. 


I 
5 
a 
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VII. That the Truſtees be empowered to diſpoſe 
of every Bench that ſhall become vacant, and that 
| public notice be given to the Congregation of the 
aid vacancy, in the manner aforeſaid, by affixing 
to the Chapel Door. 

VIII. That whoever ſhall quit or abandon 
is, or her, Bench, without giving timely notice 
© the Truſtees, be obliged to pay a quarter's rent. 

IX. That no one be authoriſed to change his, or 
der, Bench, without the approbation of the Truſtees. 


X. That the Truſtees have the power of appoint- 
+ ing proper perſons to collect the charitable donations 
of the congregation, for the relief of the poor, and 
of dividing the fame equally between the two In- 
cumbents. 

Xl. That the Truſtees tranſa& all the temporal 
donderns of the Chapel, both as to neceſſary repairs, 
alterations, or any other unavoidable expences what- 
ver; and that the ſame be deducted from the yearly 
income of the two Incumbents : and that the re— 
mainder be equally divided between them. 


. That no Truſtee have any power to act 
ingly, but that every tranſaRion be the joint reſolu- 
on Of all, or, at leaſt, of a majority of them: and 
wat, in order to prevent diſſention, the number of 
ruſtces be not an even number. 


XIII. That the Truſtees meet regularly every 

E qrarter, to tranſact and regulate the neceſſary buſi- 

neſs of their truſt. 

| XIV. That a preſident be choſen from among the 

ruſtces themſelves, who may be changed every year; 
ind that at the expiration of their Truſteeſhip, they 
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deliver to the preſident of their ſucceſſors all ſu 
accounts and papers, as ſhall be in their polleſi gn, 

XV. That each Incumbent give a ſeparate quar. 
terly receipt to the Truſtzes of ſuch monies as the: 
have reccived through their hands. 

XVI. That every new Incumbent, before his 
miſſion to ſerve the place, do fign a written contra, 
whereby he ſhall bind himſelf to abide by the a! 
regulations, &c. and that the ſame thus ſigned be de. 
livered to the Truſtees. 

XVII. That the Truftees for the time being 
ſign a written contract, whereby they ſhall 
themſelves to pay quarte: ly {or half yearly, as ſhi; 
ol agreed on) to fuch Incumbents, allowed to ofic! 

> here (they having firſt con plied with th 
tcenth article), all and every ſum 90 monies th: 


VG 


, 
1 
4 


be raiſed and collected "A the Bench holder. for 


rents thereof, conformably to the true intent an! 
meaning of the eleventh article. 

XVIII. To prevent any diſputes that may be or. 
caſioned by the difference of opinions, wich reſpcc 


to what may be deemed neceſſary pe irs Or diba I 


ments on the Chapel, there 121 be a commi 


repairs appointed, who ſhail be ſole ie of 100 
matters, one half of whom ſhall be choſen by the 


F] 2 —_—— 


Incumbents, and the other half by the "JTufce: 
this committee ſhall elect a preſident, who mall hav 
two votes, and their reſolves ſhall be final. 

XIX. That the Truitces be authoriſed to apps int 
a collector, who ſhall give ſecurity to _ Trullees, 
for the truſt repoſed in him, and he ſhall be allowes 
ſix- pencs for every twenty ſnillings he co!!: As 
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« Theſe Reſolves and Regulations, which were 
E co ;:.ic at the above meeting, were both approved of 
and ſigned by every one there preſent, as well as 
ou thoſe who afterwards ratified the above election: 
only Mr. Henry Dagnall (an zugnalified bench- 
eder) who happened to be there, refuſed to fign 
them (though he approved of them in every re- 
, for this very ſingular reaſon; becauſe, ſaid 
dhe, I <vas once ever-perſuaded by Mr. Williams to 
en a paper co H. knowing its contents; the refore 
I don't chuſe 10 interfere any farther on either ſide.” 
To the above Reſolves and Regulations, the fol- 
us eſpecial Obligation and Nemiuation were an- 
| ucxed, and ratified by the Subſcribers : viz. 
„% We, whoſe Names are licreunto ſubſcribed, 
having maturely deliberated and conſidered the 
* foregoing articles at a meeting held this 17th day 
of February, 1782, and being fully convinced, 
mat putting them into immediate execution will 
de attended with the happieſt conſequences, —do 
Pech, and every, of us, reſolve, unite, and bind 
Fo ourſelves, each to the other, and to the whole in 
gererat, in the Sacred Ties of Honour, to abide by 
cle articles; and we do further reſolve, not to 
Pay any arrears due from us or any of us, or what 
9 I hereafter be due from us, into the hands of 
une of the preſent Incumbents, «r to any others, 
-at may hereafter officiate here, but are deter 
nined to pay the ſame to TRUSTEES only, or a 
.:.e4or by them appointed: And for the reſtora- 
01 Of peace, and concord for the future, we have 
+ knanimoully elected the five following perſons 
> IRUSTEES, viz. Robert Blundell, Eſq; John 
Faye, Chriſtopher Butler, Andrew Roſſon, and 
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Henry Billinge, —and do recommend theſe regs. 
*« lations to thoſe of the community not preſeat, an! 
*© do pray their concurrence in this laudable deſig: 


© —as Witneſs our hands.“ 


© Ke. &c. Ke. 


We have that opinion of the ſubſcribers to the 
above Reſolves and Regulations, that nothing br: 
forgetfulneſs, inadvertency, or an apprehenſion ©! 
1l uſage, could have induced ſome of them 10 de. 


viate from the binding tenor of the above ob/42a/1r, 


in the performance of which nothing lefs than their 


honour was at ſtake. 


Whatever the motive mig“ 


be that influenced their conduct, they mult be ſent. 


ble, that the obligation is not cancelled, but mu! 
remain in full force, ſo long, at leaſt, as he Sor: 
Ties of Honour, and the faith of their own Signatuie: 
are not entirely ſuperſeded by a formal abdication ©! 
both. 


As we have often alluded to the Primitive 
bliſhment of the Chapel, and the Original Apprinin 
of Truſtees, it may not be improper to acquaint 0: 
Readers, that in the original written inſtrument, non 
in the hands of the Acting Truſtees, it is eſpecially 
recorded, that in the year 1758, in conſequence 0! 
two Incumbents being firſt introduced t9 officiate ! 
the Chapel, an agreement was concluded betve*” 
the Congregation of Liverpool and the late bocy © 
Jeſuits, in the perſon of their repreſentative and. 
perior the Rev. Mr. Manſel now living at Lyt1 
whereby it was mutually ſtipulated and agreed, ''? 
the temporal management of the Chapel, the 
lecting of bench-monies, the equal diviſion 8 
ſame between the two Incumbents, 
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e conducted by Traftees, choſen only by the gualified 
part of the bench- holders. It is alſo recorded in the 
ſame authentic iuſtrument, that, in conſequence of the 
above agreement, the gua/;fed part of the bench- 
holders, excluſive of holders of benches of an z»fe- 
ner deſcription, did inveſt a certain number of perſons, 
whoſe names are alſo ſpecified in the ſaid Original 
Inflrument, with the neceſſary powers belonging to 
the He of Truſtees, by virtue of which, they then 
began, and did afterwards continue, to act in their 
oficial capacity. This Original Inſtrument, figned 
by all the bench-holders in the year 1758, thirty of 
whom, and upwards, are ſtill living, and ſome of 
them Mr. Williams's &2/am-friends, muſt be an irre- 
fragable evidence againſt the wanton afleverations of 
that Gentleman, that the management of the Chapel 
was never under the direction of "Truſtees. 


No ſooner Truſtees were re-eſtabliſhed, in con- 
formity to the primitive conſtitution of the Chapel, 
but Mr. Williams's anxiety encreaſed in proportion 
to his danger; that is, in proportion to the difficul- 
ties he was ſure to meet in engroſſing the income of 
the place, to which he had alrcady forfeited all his 
right, by breaking two eſſential articles of the Award. 
His efforts to thwart the Conſtitutional Officers 1a 
the diſcharge of their duty, were amazingly great. 
In a word, he left nothing undone that could, by 
any means, be ſubſervient to the ſubverſion of the 
odious inſtitution : his unremitted endeavours proved, 


however, unſucceſsful. - Whether, in conſequence of 


this mortifying diſappointment, he had recourſe to 
Mr. Clifton of Lytham, who very ſoon intereſted 
nimſelf in his behalf, we cannot poſſitively decide: 
all we can ſay upon this ſubject is, that the faithful 
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Vicar had been at Lytham very little before +; 
Acting Truſtees were favoured with the follow: 
letter from Mr. Clifton of Lytham, addreſſed to Mt 
John Kaye, who was one of the number, 

Copy of a letter from Thomas Clifton of Lytham, 
Eſq; to Mr. John Kaye. 

Sir. 
« As I have been informed, that you and fon: 
other Gentlemen in Liverpool, have been cr, 
Truſtees for the Chapel, and appointed to cul!-:: 
the money ariſing from the benches, and ro di. 
it equally between the preſent or future Ine 
bonts, I muſt dere you vill aCquaiy t.th 
it 235 a plan I do not approve of, particularly, 
has been adopted A > $5 my advice or conſont; 
for as the Chapel and ſome houſes near it belong 
to me, I alone have a right to appoint a pcrion 
collect the rents of thoſe houſes, and lik: wile t9 
place what Incumbents I pleaſe there, or: 
my Steward or them a power of collecting 
money ariſing from the benches, and then t: 
vide it between the Incumbents, as I ſhall 
moſt proper for the good of the place. I 


therefore, defire the Gentlemen in Lirerpcg! 
not adhere to the plan which they have ade 
for I ſhould be exceeding ſorry to difagreg 
them or any other Gentleman Whate rer: 
* cannot give up my right in this aſcair, ang 

take care to eſtabliſi ſuch regulations ſor 
of the place, as ſhall prevent all teh 
„ between the Incumbents about money v 
„ and am, 


cc Six, 
* Vour. humble Servant 


«'THO:Aas CLIET 25% 
„ Lytham, March the iſt. 1782.” 
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Before we inſert the I'ruſtees anſwer to the above, 
we think it neceſſary to inform the Reader, that Mi. 
Clifton's Owner/hip of the premiſes reſted iu reality 
on the ſlender title of a real Truft and an apparent 
Deed of Sale, The premiſes, thus diſguiſed (for 
reaſons too obvious to need explanation), were al- 
ſigned over to that Gentleman /me years after the 
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gation and the late Body of jeſuite, in 
the Rev. Mr. Manſel: but hill the 2. 
TI o/ed owners of the premiſes, and the only perſons 
nat derived any emoluments from them. — Jo con- 
une ourſelves to the Chapel, which conſtitates part 
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of the premiſes, Mr. Clifton, to our certain know- 
ledge, never contributed a penny, either towards 
the firſt purchaſe of the ground, or the erecting of 
the building. Prior to the above letter, he had neves 
cxtreiſed any acts of ownerſhip in the place; not even 
ground- rent had ever been paid to him or any one elſe: 
tor the lame; he had never aſſumed to himſelf the 
right of either placing or diſplacing Incumbents, col- 
ung, dividing, br appointing a perſs t5 collect and 
dielde the bench-monies between the Incumbent: 
or making any regulations whatcver for the manage- 
of its temporal concerns, &c. Kc. This was 
tie real ſtate of the premiſes, when Mr. Clifton 
wrote the above letter to the Truſtees, who, from 
ne knowledge they had cf the above particulars, re- 
turned the following anſwer. 

Copy of the Truſtees Anſwer to Mr. Clifton of 

Lytham. | 


Nen 
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“% Honcured Sir, 
received your unexpected letter of the iſt in- 
ant, Which, tzough immediately addtelled to me, 


* * 
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yet, as it related to every Gentleman Truſtee, :: 
well as myſelf, I laid it before them in conjuntticn 
with other reſpectable members of the Congrega. 
tion, who contribute to the ſupport of the place. 
The contents, therefore, of this letter will be the 
*© unanimous ſentiments of us all. 


Lou do not approve, you ſay, of the Plan already 
** adopted, though by the majority of bench-holder:, 
particularly, as it has been adopted without your 
advice or conſent, We cannot forbear expreſſing 
our ſurpriſe at this ſingular declaration. We never 
knew, Sir, that, either your advice or conſent wa; 
any ways neceſſary to execute a plan, n which tie 


original efabliſhment of this Ch*þ8 ſtands: an 


original eſtabliſhment conducted Without your ' 


advice or confent, faithfully tranſmitted to us by 
«© our anceſtors, and ſubreptitiouſly wreſted out of 
** our hands without our approbation or conſent, nay 
in direct oppoſition to both. —Beſfides, why ſhoult 
We preſume to trouble you for your advice or con- 
«« ſent, after having repeatedly declared your deter- 
? 
«© —Jn effect, in a letter to Henry Blundell, Eis; 
«« dated Lytham, December 18th. 1779, you iy 
*« thus: By laſt poſt I anſwered your letter, con- 


* 


„ cerning Mr. Williams and Harris: am ferry t© 


trouble yon ſo ſoon on ths ſame ſubject; By 11 


„ day's poſt J have received a letter from Liverp2*!, 
„ ſignifying, that the friends of Mr. Williams a 
not think either you or myſelf proper arbitrats!* 


«« I have returned for anſwer; I am determine 
gave nothing more io ſay in the diſpute, and am pat 


* 


„ ſuaded yon will do the ſame.” And again, 1" 


a 6d 
« anſwer to an official letter from Mr. Clegg, dite“ 
ee [2guary, 
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« January 25th. 1780, ** I received your obliging, 
« Jetter in regard to the diſpute Betwlxt Mir. Harris 


7 A! determuned 70 hade aiot 19 


4e with that affair any more. I amn of your opinion; 
« it is a pity ſuch a tr: 
© them in any law- ſuit. It would be kind in 
„do all in your power to perſuade them to make 
« up the matter by ſome friendly ailiitance, and much 
% more becoming their ſituation of life. If this ak. 
fair cannot be ſettled betwixt them, tbep had be. 1; 
This is my opinion, 


Theſe ſtrong 


ling affair mould involve 


your to 
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'* remove either one or both (*). 
*andI think you will be of the ſame. 
** aſſeverations and denials do not ſeem to expreſ*, in 
*© 0ur opinion, the leaſt deſire of being conſulting 
they appear rather as a formal abdication of any 
* previous right or title to be conſulted, even, =Y 
» that could be aſcertained. 

«It is true, we are informed in your letter, that 
*« the Chapel is your own, and that, therefore, you 
** alcne hade a right to appoint a collecter of rents, le 

** place what Incumbents you pleaſe, and to divide the 
monty ariſiug from the benches, as you think moſt proper. 
In reply to the three laſt articles, we muſt beg leave 
to obſerve to you, Sir, that we find no other perſon 
gor perſons inveſted with ſuch extenfive powers in 
** our Original Charter, now extant, but car/eives : 
* powers, which have never been annulled or re- 
'* igned ; powers, which we are determined to main- 
'** tain ourſelves, and tranſmit inviolable to our 
* lateſt poſterity, 
G 5 « As 


(*) So far was then Mr. Clifton from thinking, that be alone 


lad a right to place what Incumbents be pleaſed, 
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« As to your ſole right to, and property of, 
„ Chapel, we muſt confeſs it is a thing quite 
* tous; and though we ate far from being ir.c!in-, 
© to diſpute your word, as a Gentleman; vet, „. 
«© hope, that, in a ſubjeit of io important a natu: 
© as is a matter of right and property, we can 


*© our conduct, if we demand, as we Go at peel. 
«« ſuch a legal proof of this unlnown rigat, 
clear the matter to our mutual ſatisfaftion. Now, 
«« when this right is once eſtabliſhed, beyond the 
e power of debate, we ſhail then be ready, no: 
«© before, to treat with you concerning ſuch con. 
« ciliatory meaſures, as will be moſt conducive to 
cement unanimity and peace upon a p 
«« baſis. 


* # 


erman 
« Mean while, we cannot, in juſtice to our{e! rc; 
re and to our poſterity, diveſt ourfelves of ary par; 
«© of our juſt rights and claims to the place, and tle 
© management of its temporal concerns.—\Ve } 
you will not cenſure our proceedings for adoptis 


«« ſuch meaſures; and purſuing that ling of conde 
« which, we are ſure, are perfectly confiitent u. 
our original indiſputable rights, —We beg lee 
* ſabſcribe ourlelves with great regard and feht, 
„ Bir, 
© Your molt obedient humble Servants, 
«© and | 
*©'Truſtees for the Roman Catholic Chapel in L:iverpoo!, 
% ROBERT BLUNDELL—Prefident. 
© jJoun RAVE. 
*©© CHRISTOPHER BUTLER, 
6% ANDREW ROsSSON. 
HENRY BILILIN OE. 
„ROBERT LAWRENCE— Secretary. 
« Liverpool, March 4th, 1782,” 


5 
| 
: 
BH 


; 
14 
ac 


T . 157 


ver ſince the receipt of Mr. Cliſton's letter, the 


* 
+1 
4.4 
— 7 ' * % % } * * N . $ % * 
Truſtees had been alarmed with a rumour that 

7 rx? 11 1 * . * | K * 
vaded the Town, that the Chapel, and other pre- 


1 
miſes contiguous to it.! my intended to be alienated 


by private {ale. Mr. V 21155 deciaration 0 tat 
effect, as far as it lad 3: to tae Chapel, ſtrengthened 


their apprehenſions, for he declared to them in formal 


words, that the Chapel would cor: be in the hands of 


Seenlars. On the itrength of this information, they 
nad recourſe to legal advice, and, being reſolved i 
fulſtl the obligations annexed to that truſt, which 
their conſtituents had repoſed in them, they, accord- 
ingly, made an attempt to fruſtrate the intended 
alienation, fo confidently reported, by ſecuring the 
poſſeſſion of the Chapel, in the name of their conti 
tuents, for the purpoſes for which it had been erected 
by the voluntary contributions of the people.— A. 
no tranſaction was ever more deliberately disfigured, 
and more precipitately condemned, than the above 


attempt, a minute inſpection into the particulars 0 


ne Truſtees demeanour upon that occalion, becomes 
of indilpenſable neceſſity. 


To conſult the order of time, the fame ought to be 
placed in this Section: but the intimate If not in- 
ſeparable, connexion between the ſubject of the IX th 
Section and the particulars of the above attempt, 
compels us, though reluctantly, to reſerve it for that 
place: order of time muſt often yield to the ſuperior 
advantage of method and perſpicuity. 

There is a favourable circumſtance, however, in 
this tranſpoſition of events, that renders the interrup- 
tion of time almoſt imperceptible. The tranſaction 
potponed to the IXth Section, happened on the 6th. 
day of March 1782, and on the 7th. a memorable 

G5 event 
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event enſued, ſufficient to fill up the ſmall vacancy | 
one day, We have already obſerved, how digen 
the indefatigable Mr. Emmott had repaired to L, than 
previous to Mr. Cliſton's letter of the 1. of March, 
to the Truſtces. Now, it is very remarkable, that 
on the ſame day and from the ſame place, Mr. Nobert 
Platt, Steward to Mr. Clifton, wrote another to r. E 
Harris, wherein he ſaid, —*©* Mr. Clifton has orice. 9 
*© me to give you this notice; viz. that you have th; 
Rent ready, and pay it to me when I come to Li- 
* verpcol, which will be in a little time, —and more- 
*© over, that you quit the ſame houſe (“); or elle, 
I thall be under the diſapreeable neceffity of pro. 
*« ceeding in law againit you in wy maſter's name. 
I therefore earneſtly requeſt for your cwn and 
peace of the people in Liverpool, that you will 1! 
attempt to oppoſe the juſt rights of wy maſter,” 
A perſon muſt be Cull indeed not to verceiye at 
one view the full ſcope of this eſpecial notice. Us 
fortunately, for /ome people, the ſentence of fuſpention, 
by which Mr. Harris had been deprived of his / 
ztual facullies, had proved inſufficient to accomp:1:. 
the GRAND OB) TCT, his removal from the To: 
Liverpool it was therefore thought, that a ice? 


-p 41 


10 — 410 


(5) It is worth obſerving, that the h>uſe, which Mr. Hr 
was ordered to quit, was a part of the premiſes, ſuppoſed to be dhe 
preperty of that Body, of which Mr. Harris was then, and is 10%, 
a member: in this ſenſe, the houſe was evidently the partial 
perty of Mr. Harris, and Mr. Clifton was no more in reality tho 
a Truftee for the ſame, in behalf of Mr. Hrrris himſelfß. 
page 151. With reſpe to Rent, no rent had ever been v2: 
the houſe, either to Mr. Clifton, or to any one authoriſed by |: 
to receive it, but only by the Body; and to that rent Iii, 255 
had alſo his partial right. 


M7702 £4: 15 


ſeizure of his few temporal fucultiss, and the privaticn 
of his little home, wonid, perhaps, be the molt com- 
pendious mode of effecting that [awdable deſign. Mr.: 
Horris viewed the notice in no other light: yet, un- 
willing to act without advice, he acquainted his 
friends with the contents of the letier, Mr. Blundell 
of Ince, who chanced to come to Liverpool on the 
zh of March, two days before the Steward's arrival, 
would not leave the T'cwn, till he had taken every 
precaution to prevent the execution of legal force: 
accordingly, he not only appointed a perion in his 
name to ſatisfy whatever % demands Mr. Cliſton 
might have on Mr. Harris, out even condeſcended to 
wait on Mr. Viliams with ancther Gentleman in 
tais Town, and both rc queſted cf him he would in- 
form Mr. Platt, in caſe he ſaw him before he called 
en Mr. Harris, that they would be re/penſeble to Mr. 
Clifton for the ſame. Mr. Williams, who, from the 
tenor of his converſation, appeared to be vell ac- 
quainted with the intended plan, ſhewed the utmoſt 
indifference to their requeſt.— Mr. Platt's ſubſequent 
conduct, who, upon his arrival in 'Fown, did call on 
Mr. Williams, plainly fie ved, that either Mr. Wil- 
ſiams did not inform him of the proffer, as deſired, 
or that the proffer did not fuit the inclinations of 
certain perſons. In cfiet, without ever calling on 
Mr. Harris for any rent, according $0 the expret; 
words of his notice, or making any application for 
the ſame to either of the above Gentlemen, he e- 
remptorily ſerved Mr. Harris with @ Warrant of Di/- 
ira, and brought BaILIF ES into his bouſe. His goods, 
of courie, (his few temporal rece{aries, ) were imme— 
diately ſeized, an inventory taken ef them and 
axed to the wall for the in ſpection of the curious. 
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event enſued, ſufficient to fill up the ſmall vacancy r/ 
one day. We have already obſerved, how Gil: ently 
the indefatigable Mr. Emmott had repaired to Lt 
previous to Mr. Chſton's letter of the 1ſt. of March, 
to the Truſtces. Now, it is very remarkable, that 
on the ſame day and from the ſame place, Mr. Nobert 
Platt, Steward to Mr. Clifton, wrote another to ut. 
Harris, wherein he ſaid, —** Mr. Clifton has orice 
me to give you this notice; viz. that you have the 
** Rent ready, and pay it to me when I come to Li. 
* verpcol, which will be in a little time, —and more- 
*© over, that you quit the ſame houſe (“); or cle, 
I ſhall be under the diſapreeable neceſſity of rc 


Fre- 
*« ceeding in law againſt you in wy maſter's name 


+47 . 


I therefore earneſtly requeſt for your own aad 
peace of the people in Liverpool, that you wilt 1-! 
attempt to oppoſe the juſt rights of ry maſter,” 
A perſon muſt be dull indeed not to perceive gt 
one view the full ſcope of this eſpecial notice. Un- 
fortunately, for /ome people, the ſentence of fuſpenton, 
by which Mr. Harris had been deprived of his / 
ztual faculiies, had proved inſufficient to accomplis 
the GRAND ORBIT, his removal from the To; 
Liverpeol: it was therefore thought, that a ce 
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(*) It is worth obſerving, that the hduſe, which Mr. Hut 
was ordered to quit, was a part of the premiſes, ſuppoſed to be it: 
preperty of that Body, of which Mr. Harris was then, and is now, 
a member: in this ſenſe, the houſe was evidently the fartial ę:: 
perty of Mr, Harris, and Mr. Clifton was no more in reality than 
a Truftee for the ſame, in behalf of Mr. Hrrris himſelf. 
page 151. With reſpect to Rent, no rent had ever been i”: 
the houſe, either to Mr. Clifton, or to any one authorities by 


to receive it, but only by the Body; and to that rent ii. 
had alſo his partial right. 
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ſeizure of his few temgeral fucultiss, and the privaticn 
of kis little home, won, perhaps, be the molt com- 
pendious mode of effecting that lasdable deſign. Mr. 
Harris viewed the notice in no other light: yet, un- 
willing to act without advice, he acquainted h1s 
friends with the contents of the letter. Mr. Blundell 
of Ince, who chanced to come to Liverpool on the 
ih of March, two days before the Steward's arrival, 
vould not leave the T'cwn, till he had taken every 
precaution to prevent the execution of legal force: 
accordingly, he not only appointed a perſon in his 
name to ſatisfy whatever juft demands Mr. Clifton 
might have on Mr. Harris, but even condeſcended to 
wait on Mr, Vlilliams with ancther Gentleman in 
tais Town, and both requeſted cf him he would in- 
form Mr. Platt, in caſe he ſaw him before he called 
ca Mr. Harris, that they would be reſponſible to Mr. 
Clifton for the ſame. Mr. V/illiams, who, from the 
tenor of his converſation, appeared to be well ac- 
quainted with the intended plan, ſhewed the utmoſt 
indifference to their requeſt.— Mr. Platt's ſubſequent 
conduct, who, upon his arrival in 'Fown, did call on 
Mr. Williams, plainly ſhewed, that either Mr. Wil- 
ſiams did not inform him of the proffer, as deſired, 
vr that the proffer did not ſuit the inclinations of 
certain perſons.—In cfiet, without ever calling on 
Mr, Harris for any rent, according to the expret; 
words of his notice, or making any application for 
the ſame to either of the above Gentlemen, he pe- 
remptorily ſerved Mr. Harris with @ Warrant of Di- 
iran, and brought BaILIF FS inte his bouſe. His goods, 
of courſe, (his few temporal nece{aries, ) were imme— 
diately ſeized, an inventory taken cf them and 
axed to the wall for the in ſpection of the curious. 
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— However, by the kind interpoſition of the ab; e 
two Gentlemen, who replevied his goods, the Baili#; 
vere releaſed from the execution of a buſineſs, which 


had even excited their compaſſion. 


It is not our intention to make any comments o. 


the merits of this tranſaction : the bare recital of th: 
$405 Ra the al ve 5 N e ſuff. 


. in the moll Aiſtant manner, on the memor; 
of a Gentleman of Mr. Clifton's principles, honour, 
and integrity: the concern he had in that tranſaction 
was the effect of ſuch repreſentations, as compelled 
him, from a principle of apprehended juſtice, to ad 
with a degree of ſeverity, ſo repugnant to huis natur:! 
inclination. His anxious readineſs to pay the ex. 
pences incurred in the replevy of Mr. Harris's goods, 
as ſoon as he was informed of the real merits cf the 
event, which appears in the 4th article of his written 
Agreement with Mr. Biundell of the 13th of FG 
1783, and in a letter from Mr. Sewall of the 2;t 
of March of the ſame year, is an meln ab e 0 teſti 
mony of the rectitude of his intention in exerciſing 20 


act of unintended ſeverity. 
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MEETING 15 HFLD BY THE FRIENDS Or MR. 
WILLIAMS TO SUBVERT THE RE-ESTABLISHMENT 
OF TRUSTEES. PART OT An. HARRIS'S SUSPEN- 
SION Is TAKEN OFF. 


HE re-efebliſhment of Truſtees, though ſound- 
8 ed on principles of the ſtricteſt equity, and 
ſo conformable to the original Conſtitution of the 
Chapel, haunted Mr. Williams's uncaly mind with 
daily terrours and alarms. His unwearied efforts 
to prevent it, had proved traitleſs and abortive : 
Mr. Clifton's interpottion.to ſuſpreſs it, had not been 
productive of any viivls change in the proſecution 
of the adopted rian: and the Are of Mr, Harris's 
Goods and Chattles had n in the jcaſt, contributed 
to accelerate the ac 


" oy . = 
compaiſiment of his darling pre- 
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tugem, and his fertile imagination ſoon preſented 
him a plauſible one. Ihe tranſaction of the Gth. 
nnn alluded to in the precedent Section, 
omiſed to be diſcuſſed in the next, was newly 
modelled, up and improved with fo much dexterity, 
hat it almoſt raiſed his expectations to a degree 
of indefectible ſucceſs in the eſſectunl demealition of 
the new erected fabric. L he tranſactian was ub 
tained with the double d ye of a ſacrilegious aſſault, 
and the deſigns of the Truſtees were to be con- 
llered as the machinations of ſelf inte reſt, dilated by 
the ſpirit of religious rapine. Theſe odious intima- 
Hong and aſperſions, artfully propagated in Toben 
ang Country, made ſome PIC ly des to Mr Williams's 
ſubrerſive 


i 
* 
» 
\ 
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ſubverſive plan of the primitive conſtitution of t. 

Chapel. Probably, the Biſhop's pathetic declamatin 
againſt ſome perſons concerned in that tranſactlor, 
grounded, as we imagine, on the /olemn afſeverations of 
ſome wnprejudiced informers, contributed not a littl- 
to ratie the paſſions of perſons, already too well dil. 
poled, by ſiniſter informations, to join the cauſe (*). 


It was now imagined, that the number of proſelyte: 
was conſiderable enough, and, though but e 
trained up to the taſk, they were deemed ſufficien 
ſtrong to effect the total ſudverfion of the couſtituti- 

onal appointment of Truſtees. Accordingly on the 
22d. day of March, 1782, all the recruits were mul: 
tered up, and a meeting was /me how convened at the 
Angel-Inn in Dale-iſtreet. The meeting was con- 
ducted under the eſpecial directions of a young Gen- 
tleman, and the more aged experience of Mr. Steph: 
Bromley, Apothecary to our Infirmary. Unforte— 
Nate, 


(+) Had the a unprejudiced correſpondents es a little 
more regard to truth, and leſs to the dictates of paſſion, * 
his Lordſhip, on his part, adhered to that Golden maxim a: 
alteram partem (RE THE OTHER SIDE), Which, as 92c4c6 
to Mr. Blundel on the gth. of February, 1782, he obſerves +4 - 
d:hates, he never wou'd have declaimed againſt certain perſons, 12 
the ſtile he did in a letter 20 Mr. Sewall upon the occaſi on: 4 . 
.GIACIeNT co route the mo? Hhlegmaticx to indignation and te- 
venzes nis inrtance a one. 2niupported by any collaceral 
would be iufficient to confirm the truth of a former obſerva! 
mentioned in page 107, „ that whatever is advanced to tie Pr 
« dice of Mr. Harris's friends requires no other prof to ss 
« dited, but the information of perſons attached to the of 
« intereſt, and ſecured from diſcovery and ſhame,” Appirct-!)! 
the Gelden Maxim, was only to be obſerved when Mr, Vit 
or Eis friends, were impeached by their opponents» 
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nately, the young Gentleman, who held the place of 
Chairman, had not the leaſt conſtitutional right to 
interfere in the buſineſs; he not being a Benchs 
holder of any deſcription whatever in the Chapel: 
ſeveral others were in the ſame wu»/ucky oredicaments : 
ind moſt of the reſt, who conttituted this reipectble 
aſſembly, coming only under the deſcription of Au- 
qualified Be ench-holders, were equally debarred from 
all conſtitutional claim to deliberate on the buſineſs 
they had met upon. But zeal for Mr. Williams 
ſeems to have laid afide all diſtinctions, and ſupplie 
the want of every other conſtitutional quaiiication 
to give validity to their Re/ctwves 

We are extremely happy to have it in our power 
to gratify the curioſity of our Readers with a faith- 
ful tranſcript of them, taken from an authentic 
inſtrument now in our poſſeſion, in the hand- writing 
of the CnAlRNMAN himſelf. The ſingularity of 
their Contents, illuſtrated with 2 few marginal notes, 
15 well worth the peruſal of the Cuiious. 


Exact Copy of the Reſolves of Mr. Williams's 
friends at their Meeting of the 22d. of March 1782. 


At a Meeting holden at the Angel Inn, the 
zd. day of March 1782, of ſeveral reſpectable 
Gentlemen of the Congregation, the following 
Reſolves were paſs'd by thoſe preſent, and agreed 
* to, by ſeveral Ladies and others, who could not 
attend perſonally (“), and who can be prov'd to be 
a clear majority of the Benci-holders (5).— 

„ Reſolv'd, 


) To conſult the grammatical arrangement of this intto- 
ductory period, which, ws apprenend, was carefully attended to by 
the 


r 
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« Reſolv'd, that we do not allow, that thoſe Gen 
« tlemen, who call themſelves Truſtees, are legal; 
elected (+) ; and that we will not allow of ar; 
« Truſtees, but Mr. Clifton. 

«© Dill, Mr. R. Blunde!;. 
© Reſolved, that we will apyoint Mr. Clifton ou; 
, ſole Truſtee, if it mal! be prov'd in any Court, 
t either of Law or Equity, that his preſent claim to 
* the property of the Chapel and Houſes is invalid 
©. Daif.. as above. 


© Reiolv'd. 


the reſgectalle Gentlemen, it appears, as if the ſevera! Lac s 2 
ethers, wvho could not perſonally attend rbe meeting, did het at- 
ſame mecting, 20 Lic they COM 114 Not G en . A. 4. 425 


Reſolves which were then paſſed. As the ey did not act by prox;::, 
the event will not perhaps de paralieled in the annals of Enz!“ 


Hlſtory. 


( This claufe ſeems to ſuppoſe in the firt place, that the 
reſpectalle Gentlemen then preſent, - and the ſev: al Ladies ard 
ethers who could net attend, wvere all Bxxcx-HoLDERS With- 
out exception. As it is only a mere ſuppoſition, we will a8. 
attempt to contradict it in good earneſt, We w'll only remind tlie 
Neſolvers, that their own Chairman, and ſeveral others then pre- 
ſent, wihote names can be mentioned, if required, wy not con 
under ary ſuch deſcripti- REP ens the clauſe ſeems alſo t9 
ſuppoſe, thit Bench-halders of every def, zon have a right to 
intsrfere in the concerns of the Chapel; but the Original Egal. 25 
ment of the Chapel contradicts this ſagpolition in formal worc:, 
whereby it is ordered, that none, but qualified Benck-bolders ſhul 
have that right. 


(+) Aba: _ from the i:npropriety of unqualified Bench- 
holders, and others no ways entitled even to that apfellatian, 
allowing or Gf lowing the legality of a conſtitutional election, 
as no perſons names were ſpecified in their Reſlve, it appear”. 
that the intention ef the Reſclvers was, that it ſhould ace. 


no body's right, but ſaould be entirely void of force. 


Se 16 


3 


: * ; * * 8 . . m Py . 
+ Refolv'd, that, before the Gentlemen ca ling 
. 4 y- 
themſclves T'rutees, or any one cite, can go to 


Law with Mr. Clifton, we think it incumbent on 
them, and every one elſe, to prove, that they have 


ii 


if 


' F 


4 ligt to go to Law with any one for the ſaid 
property (4) 

Dif. as above. 
«Reſolved, that the papers now in the poſſeſ- 
ot ſome Gentlemen, are the property of the 
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Congregation at large, and that the Congregation 
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Robert Blundell, the then Preſident of the conſtitu- 

al Truſtees, attended this meeting with the ſole view of being a 
nels to their tranſaRicns, 

This Reſelvs is uncommonly curious! Sd, that, if Mr. 

it9n's claim (which, iz reality, could be no other than that of 

ate for the Premiſes) fpould 3 19% alid, either in common 


Wy er ig equity or conſcience, the Reſolvers were ſtil veſted with 


16 * 


rs ſuperior to both; for they were enabled, in oppoſition to 
3  revalidate his claim by apnointing him heir ſole Truſtee. 


244864483 
18 , 7 = 
| en, they conſidered tho property of the Chape! ana bow ſes 
"weir 029% elle, how could they appoint him thee IE205228 


re ne {at Ne : 


* very happy for th e ſafety of ſome people's conſelences, 
Reſolvers did not vive 2 al, Hui. 7 4 deciſſen, but omly 


by 


1522 * L — 480 * » 
EY 387, that it Was in C\ umbe Nt, &. 81 ncc the; only Save IT 28 


* 


ter pinie, the perſons alluded to in their Reſuln/e, cannot be 


dle a 
. 2 


to have been under ary very fri oblization.to follow it. 
i the contents of this Reſclzée be liter ally true, and we ſup- 
Were meant to be fo, the Congregation of Live erpool muſt 
greatly reduced at the time the meeting was held. About 
Feſſans aflembled at the Angcl-Inn, bench-holders and 


otherwiſe, 


* 
— ——ꝓ 


. 4 * 

* 4 * 
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« rity, and that we will demand the ſaid po pers 

«« from the perſons holding them, in virtue of n. 
*« ſaid right (“) 

Diff. as above. 

„ Roſolv'd, that the Chairman of the meeting. 

«« deſired, to wait upon the Ladies and others, wh 

could not attend upon the meeting, to deſire the!; 


** concurrence to the foregoing Relolves (5). 
« Duff. as above. 
© Refoly'd that the Chairman be deſired to delive; 
% a Copy of the ſaid Reſolves, to the Gentlemen, 
© who do not agres with us in opinion. 
| «© Thomas GREEN 
„ Chairman. 


— 


otherwife, and, very feu excepted, the reſt all ungualifed berech. 
holders, are here poſſitively declared to have been e Cg ee 
at large, and, indeed, the majority ef the Compregation : the ton 
number then of the Congregation of Liverpool did not 2a9un: t 
ſixty perſons at the time. What a ſudden diminution dus he 
day before the meeting, it amounted to uptvards of t thouſands 
Again, the Congregation at large are here declared toi nen . 
to have certain papers, Viz. the Ox1GINAL CHARTER of 405 
Chapel, Sc; and by the tenor of the ſaid Original Papers, u 
the Congregation at large, but orly the Traſtees appointed ©) ae 
qualified Bench-holders of the Congregation at large, are 0 «tf! 
them in their poſſeſon. 


\s 


(S) This Reſelve confronted with our obſervatiog on the inte 
ductory period to the Reſolves, ſeems rather to lean on ur“ 
of ſelf-cont adiction. There it ppears that the Ladies Xs 


1 2 — * fs ( 
others, Who could not attend perſonally, did yet agree 2! the mee: 
ing to the reſolves of the meeting they could. not perſonally ate 
y . + 20 f9k j 
here we are told, that they did not agree at the mecting of! 


reſolves, but that the Chairman Was defired 10 evait 1 pon ther att , 
ewards to deſire their concurrence. 
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Theſe /en/ible Reſolves, which we have faithfully 
tranſcribed from the Chairman's authentic Copy de- 
livered to Mr. Robert Blundell, were tacked with the 
following intereſting Poſtcript, which, though nat 
2 part of the above Reſolwes, ſeems yet to claim a 
ilioguiſhed place: it read thus. 

« And I now accordingly demand in the name 
of the meeting, the ſaid Papers, from Mr. Robert 
„ Blundell, calling himſelf Preſident (+), of ſome 
Gentlemen, calling themſelves 'Truitees, and from 
them and every one elſe, and moreover challenge 
the ſaid Gentlemen, to make themſelves, or ſuffer 
to be made, the ſtricteſt ſcrutiny of the votes 
of all the Beach-holders, and to declare or ſuffer 
to be declar'd, who are the Majority (t). 

„ THONAS GREEN, 
„ Chairman.“ 


It appears from the introduction to the above Re- 
ſolves, that neither the re/peFable Gentlemen, who 
were preſent at the meeting, nor the Ladies and others, 

who 


() This, in plain Engliſe, is calling Mr. Robert Blundell an 
Imprfter, or there is no meaning in words. The firſt Reſolve 
evinces the truth of this obſervation beyond the power of cavil 
or reply, ; 


(i) This very zealous challenge is ſufficiently retorted on the 
Chairman in our 2d. 3d. and 7th remarks on the Reſalves of the 
meeting. Befides, what preſſing neceſſity could induce the Chair- 
man to demand ſuch fri ſcrutiny and ſuch declaration? Durſt 
he entertain the leaſt doubt of the unerring deciſion of the IVth. 
Reſelve, where that point had been ſo well eſtabliſhed, both as to 
the nuxiber cf ihe MAJORITY, and the exat number of the Cone 
gregatian AT LARGE ? 
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D cu WG! attend upon the MECU? * 8 „ h nough t it neces.. 


to ſign the Reſolves: they were e ex * and ag 
fo. The want of their ügnatures is the more ſen; 


1 1 
1272111. 


8 
regretted, as the ſame would have given us an 


portunity of exhibiting to the Public a 1: 
Piece of the Conoregaticn at large 


UI. 


We can frame no d1ilinft idea of Bee Ladie: 
ethers, whom the Chairman was \ dared by the 1 
ing to wait upon 7o dorre their concurrence to the Ry 
folves. We are far from ke * iat he would 
neglect this part of his official duty; ee 
reality, the declarations couched in the Vith Nele 
ſeemed to render tue execution of it perfectly necd- 
leſs and ſuperfluous: for, if he re/pefable Ginilens 
who Were preſent at the meeting, were not on!, | 
majority, as declared, but re 3 Cengreg 

the Congregation at hires: what occaſion was there f 
the Chairman to wait on he Ladies and other:, 
whom the Re2/olves had already excluded from the 
collective Body of the Congr egation at large, by de- 
claring in formal words that the ſame was confined 


the members then preſent, and extended no art] he 


But it is high time we ſhould take leave of this re- 
ſpectable Aſſembly and their ſage Reſolves: and, 
without attempting to make a ftriking parallel, as 
we at firſt deſigned, between this meeting with their 
Reſolves, and the Reſolves and meeting of the 17th 
of February, 1782, when Tru/tees were duly elected, 
as mentioned in page 143, we ſhall now proceed to 
relate the remaining partof the ſubje& of this Section, 
which, being of a more ſerious nature, will contribute 
to temperate the riſible complexion of the former. 


Whatever 


0 


. 
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Whatever hopes or comfort Nr. Williams might 
Jerive from the above irregular attacks of his friends, 
towards ſubverting the conſtitutional appointment of 
Truſtees, lis fears were ſoon re-kindled with redoubled 
force, with the comfortleſs proſpect of the probable 
oftoration of Mr. Harris to his former ſtation in the 
Town, In effect, in couſequence of a letter from the 
Pilkop to the Rev. Mr. Sewall, dated April 6th. 
1-82, which, by his Lordſhip's defire, he communi— 
cated to Mr. Blundell of Ince, Mr. Harris was ſoon 
informed, that the Biſhop, in his letter, expreged the 
ſincereſt wiſhes, that he evould fignify to Mr. Emmott 
his deſire of being reſtored to his functions, on a' due 
Jubmiffien. As toon as Mr, Harris received this in- 
tormation, he made the following application. 

Copy of a Letter from Mr, Harris to Mr. Emmott. 
„ Honoured Sir. 


Having been informed by Mr. Blundell cf Ince, 
that the Biſhop''expreſſes the fincereſt wiſhes, that 
[ ſhould fignify to you my defire of being reftored 
to my functions, on a due ſubmiſnon'“; I think 
it my duty, in compliance with his Lordfhip's 
** withes, to ſignify to you (as I do at preſent) 
that I deſire to be reſtored to my functions on 
ſuch terms of ſubmiſfiion, as may be due to his 
60 Lordſhip. Theſe terms I have not hitherto been 
able to learn; and I will challenge any one to 
prove, that I ever refuſed to make a ſubmiſſion, 
that the Biſhop ever ordered, or defired from me 
ct 4 


owares reſtoring me to my functions (*), In 
ee the 


* 
* 


« \ 2 o * 
This only clauſe, which was never retortel on Mr. Harris 
Jie - a 


ted, by either the Piihop or Mr. Emmott, on the 
receipt 
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the incloſed (which I tranſmit to you by 
«© Blundell's particular deſire (5) you will find ; 
degree of ſubmiſſion ſuperiour to that, which 
the Biſhop ſeems to intimate in his laſt, Yuu, 
** aniwer by the Bearer will very much oblige, 
| Sir, 
*© Your very humble Servant 
© RAYMUND HaRRis, 


Liverpool, April 19, 1782. 


Though Mr. Emmott did not condeſcend to ſend 

a reply by the Bearer, as requeſted, and made 
alſo ſome difficulty in receiving the znclo/ed, for 
reaſons beſt known to himſelf; yet, on the day 
following he ſcent a few lines to Mr. Harris. We 
might omit the whole of this letter without vin! 
detriment to our narative: but the neceflity we 
labour under of aſcertaining the plaineſt facts, to 
filence the tongues of obloquy, compels us, but 
too often, to inſert ſome unintereſting particulars, 
and now this Ictter among the reſt, which will 
anſwer this double purpoſe: it will ſerve to attel! 
the receipt of the above; and it will confirm the 
truth of what we have juſt advanced, that Mr. 
Harris 


receipt of this letter, is ſufficiept to contradict the many is!? 
and falſe reports ſtudiouſly propagated in Town and Country, 
that Mr. Harris would never make due ſubmiſſion to his Lordihip. 


(FS) The incloſed, here alluded to, was a circumſtantial letter from 
Mr. Blundell to the Biſhop, written about this time, whic!: s 01% 
ſhip never anſwered, contrary to promiſe. We ſhall, perhafs, 
baye occaſion to infert in ſequel, if not the whole, at lca!t part 
of its contents. 
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{xr1is's challenge, reſpecting the falſity of his non- 
Aniston to the Biſhop, ſo ſorcibly expreſſed in 
his letter, was not contradicted by Mr. Emmott 
himlelt, when put to the teſt, —The following 1s 
an exact 

Copy of Mr. Emmott's Anſwer to Mr. Harris, 

Reverend Sir. 

« 'This is to acknowledge your favour by Mr. 
« Chaffers. I have tranſmitted your requeſt to the 
« Biſhop. In due time you will be acquainted with 
« the conditions the Biſhop will require of you, 1 
« wiſh you had done this ſooner, 

I am yours, &c. 
Jos. Euuorr.“ 
„ zoth. April, 1782.“ 

Previous to the Biſhop expreſſing the fincereſt wiſhes, 
that Mr. Harris would fignify to Mr. Emmott his de- 
fre of being reſtored to his fundtions, which occaſioned 
the above intercourſe of letters, his Lordſhip had 
received Mr. Blundell's circumfantial letter alluded 
to in that of Mr. Harris to Mr. Emmott. In this 
ſetter, bearing date March the 27th. 1782, Mr. 
>lundell declared to the Biſhop, that, ** as far as the 
then vnhappy broils fell under his ſpiritual juri/- 
* didion, he had adviſed Mr. Harris to make every 
* r2aſonable ſubmiſſion to his Lordſhip, as his Biſhop, 
and to aſk pardon for any impropriety of words 
or beha-10ur he might have been guilty of, either 
to in or any lawful ſuperior ; an.. that he wag 
confident, and would ert with Mr. Harris's ak- 
© therity, that he was willing and ready to compl. 
weit, is advice. Now (/aid Mr. Blundell), 4 
ou ſcem to approve ſo much of all this, what 
does all this avail? DELENVDA esT CarTHAGO 


H * (Carthage 


1-0 ASAT BAL 


/ 


« (Carthage muſt he deſtroyed) : Mr. Harris is as {; 
*« diſtant from having his faculties reſtored, as if he 
was the moſt profligate abandoned wretch in th- 
«« kingdom.” And, after quoting ſeveral paſlages in 
bis Lordſhip's letters to him, and the following, 
among the reſt, dated January 24th. 1782, I. 5 
queſtionably in Mr. Harris's breaſt to give up his cd. 
to his ſhare of the arrears : if he will ſertle that pci:: 
with Mr. Emmett, to prevent any future diſputes en th: 
head, &c ; 1 ſhall, upon tokens of ſubmiſſion, reſtore \'; 
miſſionary powers ; he concluded thus: Now, Ii! 
« leave it to any unprezudiced perſon, after reading 
« your letters, to ſay what was your reaſon for ſuf. 
«« pending Mr. Harris; whether it was not dre! 
5 interfering in his temporals: and after he has made 
an offer of giving up the arrears, and making the 
* ſubmiſion above-mentioned (for the propriety ct 
which I refer you to the incloſed certificates (*) ), 
«« whether he is not cruelly uſed ?” - 


V hether, in conſequence of this and ſeveral other 
paſſages of that letter, the Biſhop exproged rhe at ow? 
abiſbes, or whether the ſame inclined his Lordlup 
apparently to relent ; it ſo happened, that in the even- 
ing of the 3oth day of April, 1782, Mr. artis re- 
ceived a letter from Mr. Emmott, without a date, 

| Wherein 


(The Certificates here alluded to, were the ſame, which, 23 
mentioned in page 106, three of the moſt diſtinguiſhed cha: acters 
in this Town had figned a little betore to clear Mr. Harris from 
the charge of hv «ccuſed bis Brethren-of per fecuting l S. 
An atteſtation of Mr. Sewall's declaration, mentioned in page 115, 
concerning the Biſhop's iaflaencing letter againſt Mr. Haltis, — 
another of the incloſed Certificates, 


| in ar: of his fuſpenfion was taken off, Whe- 
| er he favourable nature of the Bilkop's orders to 
Vr, Emmott reſpeting the partial reſtoration of Mr. 

arris, prevented Mi. Emmott's per/oncl execution of 


|. vevance of a letter, we will not venture to decide. 
ere is a remarkable paſſlage in his letter, which 
Imul immediately convince the Reader, how diſreliſn- 


ac letter is of that contracted and reſtrictive nature, 

it the profered grace is almoit revoked as ſoon as 

granted. Let the letter, with a few tranſient remarks, 

peak for itſelf. 

Copy of a letter from Mr. Emmott to Mr. Hani. 
Reverend Sir. 

have received a letter from the Biſhop, autho- 


deſire you expreſs of being reſtored to your functi- 
* 0ns, to take off that part of the ſuſpenſion, which 
relates to the M—ſs. Your Miſſionary Powers 
' will not be reſtored till you have complied with 


* the authority granted me, I empower you to ſay 
* Ms, but am required to inform you not to con- 
ider yourſelf on this account reinſtated in your of- 


2151 


his 
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e ſame, as he had done with thoſe of a contrary 
1. 1re without truſting the execution to the unſafe 


ing the Bilhop's orders were both to him and to his 
Lend Mr. Williams. Indeed, the whole texture of 


' rizing and directing me, in conſequence of the 


F ſuch terms as will be made known to vou. In 
obedience to the above directions, and by virtue of 


ce at Liverpool (), nor even to ſay M—ſs in the 


"Ha bt. per: 


'*) Who hey muſt A that- the RAIN bie WY 2 
"er out of ight? Be this as it may, there was no — my 
informing Mr. Harris; not to n himſelf, as reinſtated in 
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| Chapel without the permiffion of Mr. Willum:, ii 


further directions (5).—I have communicated thi. 
«« part to Mr. Williams, who deſires me to acqu- Int 
«© you, that for ſolid reaſons, he would take it 29 


+» 


*© favour you would not afk him the permiſſion to 4 
Ms in the Chapel, at leaſt for ſome time (+), 
« am &c. 
« Jos, Euuort.“ 


his office at Liverp:2!, fo long as he was forbid to exerci(- : 
office in the Chapel, without the permiſſion of Ar. William. 
As the Biſhop was no ftranger to Mr. Williams's diſpoſition: to- 
wards Mr. Harris, to make the exerciſe of his ofhce dependent cn 
Mr. Williams's pleaſure, was in fact to revoke what he then pre- 
tended to grant. The flattering proſpect indeed, that Mr. Willi 
ams would ever grant a permiſſion, that would have at once ©: 
cuated both, his prophecy of Mr. Harris's baniſhmert, and t: 
plan of ſtarving bim out of Town !---Yct, ſays the Biſhop t 
letter to Mr. Blundell, What partial regard can I have jr 
Williams ? And again, The imputation of partiality t /* 
IWlill;ams is without foundaticn. 


(We have before obſerved in page 142, that the Bithoy 114 
declared to Mr. Blundell on the. 17th. of November, 17815 
if Mr. Williams did not abide by the Award, be moſt ceriains 
zuguld not meet with a more favourable treatrient than Mr. I. 
and as a deciſive proof of his ſtrict adherence to this ſolemn de, 
ration, he hot only ſuffered Mr. Williams to officiate in . 
Chapel after being informed of his repeated breaches of the Aw 
but he now. forbids Mr. Harris, who had never treſpaſies tr 

Award to officiate in the ſame. Chapel, without, the exp, pV* 
miſſion of Mr. Williams, who, by his reiterated tyofplit , © 
forfeited all right to the concerns of the Chapel.-.-1s ther 4 
very impartial regard for Mr. Williams in this ve 

| | conduct? 


(+) A leafs for ſome time, Mr, Harris is deſired to ad ar 
Williams's permiſſion: had Mr. Emmott ſaid at no tine, bY wo 
| have deen nearer the mark. b In eſtect, Fur months Aer 5 
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Nothing but the utmoſt anxiety of mind, occaſion- 
ed by the utmoſt dread of ſecing Mr. Harris officiate 
again in the Chapel, could have ſo bewildered Meſlrs. 
Emmott and Williams, as to have loſt fight of this 
molt deciſive opportunity of revalidating the forſeited 
right of the latter to the concerns of the Chapel, and 
alzcting his long conteſted pre-eminence in the place. 
Had Mr. Williams acted the prudent part, had not 
fear miſguided his reaſon, and hurried him to deſire 
Mr. Harris not to aſk his permiſſion, he would have 
reduced Mr, Harris, without expoſing himſelf to the 
leaſt danger, to a very critical dilemma : for, had Mr. 
Harris ſubmitted to aſk his permiſſion, Mr. Williams 
would till have had it in his power to refuſe it, and, 
by the very circumſtance of being aſked, he would 
not only have recovered his forfeited right, but would 
bare had his beloved pre-eminence acknowledged by 
Mr. Harris: again, had Mr. Harris refuſed to aſk his 
permiſſion, he would then have had a very plauſible 
argument to repreſent Mr, Harris as the only perſon 
Vu nouriſhed the ſpirit of diviſionand party. But, by 
ceüring Mr. Harris not to aſk his permiſſion, he not 
| H 3 only 


cite of thls letter (waich was certainly ſome time, in the full extent 
the word), in conſequence of an Agreement made at Lan- 
ceſter, which will be inſerted in the ſequel, the Rev. Mr. Sewall 
a21 another Centleman repreſented to Mr. Williams the propriety 
of Mr. Harris officiating in the Chapel, as the firſt ſtep towards 
" unting the Congregation, which he had promiſed ro / Ji 
kim? en deaucurs to e ect: but obſtinatcly bent on the proſecution 
5 als plan, that Mr. Harris ſhould, at no time, officiate in the 
Chapel, he pere mptorily rejected their Chriſtian advice: firſt, ſaid 
* wok be could net ſce thet- it would anſwer ny goed, end; 
nd, becauſe it vas ro agreeable to his friends; and laſtly, 


Þ o, 4 
Aule, for ſolid rea ſont of bis eon it ſhould not be done. 
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only loſt the above advantages, but releaſe | 
Harris from the execution of a dangerous * 
ſhewed himſelf in the worſt of liguts. H 1; 
rea/ons did ſo fur get tae better of cvery other con. 
deration, that, regard leſs of comnva decency, \ 
would not only frequently 5 perform double duty 
would alſo, in the ſpirit of true brother!y love;! he 
the experce of hiring a ſtranger, to prevent ) 
Harris officiating; in ile place. What an amis: 
diſpoſition this in a Miniſter of peace! 

This aukward concurrence of circumſtances miycs! 
the Truſtees to write the following letter to 1. 
Eiſhop, which they tranſmitted to his Lor 
together with ſoine papers relative to their ECA 
Ke. (). 

Copy of a Letter from he Truſtees to the Bilton, 

«© My Lord. 


With hearts penetrated with the warmet fer. 
timents of reſpect for your Lordſhip, we rec!" 
*© ed the account of your Lordſhip having ors 
that part of Mr. Harris's ſuſpenſion to be n 
*© off, which relates to his celebrating N--.— 
9 io joy this has diſuſed, is better epa, 

he fervent prayers offered for your Lord 
* than wie can deſcribe.-It would be very Cc! 
ing to the Truſtees to incur your Lordſlip“, 
« cenſure op any meaſure, they think it their da, 


(*) It i, very neceſſary to obſerve, and the ovſe: 
t part: ular uſe in the ſequel, that from the time tha 
— 
were re-eſtabiſhed to the preſent period, his Lor r 


turniſned with every neceſſary information, relative to! 
tion, their conduct, and that of their opponents, 
mint, authentic, and cendid manner. 
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to adopt in order to reſtore and perpetuate laſting 


„peace and harmony between the Congregation 
«at large, and betwixt the Incumbents them- 
« Icly2s.—When your Lordſhip has peruſed the 
„Regulations herewith tranſmitted, you will be 
pleaſed to obſerve, that they do not place any 
„authority in an Incumbent to give or deny any 
Gentleman that may be ſent here by the late Body, 
che privilege of ſaying M—ſs. This is a point 
to be ſettled between the Truſtees, as repreſentatives 
'* of the Congregation at large, and the Gentlemen 
« ſo officiating, 

Mr. Emmott's Letter to Mr. Harris has placed 
+ lim in a critical ſituation.— He is ordered to 
ak Mr. Williams's leave to ſay M—ſs in the 
„Chapel. — Mr. Williams deſires he will not do it, 
dat leaſt for ſome time. — The Truſtees would be 
willing to have your Lordſhip's approbation of 
* them giving him that privilege, without Mr. 
* Viihams's interference, whom they look upon 
das having forfeited all claim to officiate there, 
by his breach of the Award. 


We had the pleaſure of converſing with the 
„Rev. Mr. Plowden on Monday laſt, to whom we 
"communicated the Regulations,—-He approved of 


cf + 


tem in very flrong terms ($), 
H 4 ©. Your 


(Y The Truſtees, by appointment, met the Rev, Mr, Piouden 
the above-mentioned day, at Mr. Williams's houte 5 and in Ms 
Preſence, and that of the Rev. Mr. Toy, they renewed te Mr, 

ams the ofter they had repeatedly made to him before: vie. 
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*« Your Lordſhip's opinion, and ſpeedy anfſye: 
to the above, directed to Robert Blundell Eſq ; 
or to Mr. John Kaye Merchant, will be a laſting 
obligation conferred on, 

| LE My Lord, 

Four Lordſhip's moſt obedient humble Scrvan:; 
© ROBERT BLUNDELL, 
% foHN Kaye. 
© CHRISTOPHER BUT IEA, 
© ANDREW Rosso, 
% Henuky BiLLixGE”. 

Liverpool May, 2d, 1782“. 


His Lordſhip's anſwer to the above, directed 
Robert Blundell Eſq ; and addreſſed to the Truſtees, 
was as follows, 

Copy of the Biſhop's Anſwer to the Truſtezs. 
Meſſrs Blundell, Kaye, Butler, Roſſon, Billinge. 

«« Gentlemen, 

I have received two letters from you (one of the 
„gd. Inſtant, the other without a date) covering 
* ſome papers, which really I have not had Iciture 


© to read with any degree of attention, ſo 4s to 


„give you my ſentiments, But I would 101 diſer 


. 
* * 
erer 


1 
ad 


«© Maſter, who with his expiring breath proce 
«tf nr 


lations lately eſtabliſhed. This, we apprehend, 15 the En 
alluded to in his Lordſhip's anſwer to the Truſtecs. Ihe 1 
propoſal was immediately agreed to by Mr. Harris : but Mr. wr 
liams, who had an acquired ſtrong antipathy to the inſtit. 200, l 
reaſons of the moſt obvious nature, rejected the propoſal wa 
AIdain. 
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« for his very executioners. The Rev. Mr. Ploxwader 
« called here yeſterday, and gave me a very pleaſing 
« ccceunt of the inclination you exprefſed to fee matters 
« cxce more ſetled in an amicable manzer. I flatter 
'« myſelf, the term is not very diſtant, I hope to 
be able to write to you ſoon in a circumſtantial 
manner. In the interim, zt 7s my duty to requeſt 
© moſt earneſtly, that you avill abſtain from whatever 
* may have the leaſt tendency to inflame the mind of any 
* perſon whatever. It is your duty, as you mult be 
convinced, ſo to do. 

„Mr. Emmot, I am perſuaded, wrote to Mr. 
Harris on the ſame day, or, at leait, very ſoon 
after he received mine. It is uſual and ſufficient 
« fir any Gentleman to aſt of the Incumbent permiſſion 
to celebrate in his Chapel, i. e. where he officiater. 
'* Secular perſons don't interfere except in ſome caſes, 
"a to fixing an Incumbent. I did net mean by re- 
'* fering Mr. Harris to Mr. Williams, to determine 
ene way or the other, concerning your right. Multi- 
plicity of very preſſing buſineis, which this Diſtrict 
ſeldom fails to afford, permits we only to aſſure 
Jou that J remain with the moſt ard-nt wiſhes of 
peace and tranquility, and the greateſt ſincerity, 

© Gentleman, 
* Your very humble Servant 


M. Gisson.“ 
« Headlam 1oth. May, 1782.” 

We have expreſſed in Jralics ſome paſſages in the 
bove letter, to which we think proper to annex 
the following remarks, 

1. After reconimending to the particular attenti- 
on of the Truſtges Acverſaries „ the ſingular 
ſatisfaction it gave his Lordſhip to ſee the Truſtees 
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„ ſo well diſpoſed to bring to a conc!; 
« very long and tedious diſpute, and their i. 
*© nation to fee matters once more f*t: 1! | 
* amicable manner,” and after reminding }:*+ | 
ihip of his own declaration, and of the + 

ne made with the I rouſtees on the 13th of cc 
1782, by which the diſpute was brought ts a 

aud matters once more ſettied in an amicab!e 

we may ſafely venture to impute the renewal © 
diſpute, and the now reigning differences to i: 
turbulent counſels of fone: perſon or perſons les 
inclined to peace than the Truftees. Since d 
reiterated applications of the Truſtees to the Pill; 
proved ſo conformable to the Rev. Mr. low: 
information to his Lordſhip, one would think, i 
the account cf a Gentleman of his character, To 
ject ſtranger to the parties, biaſſed by no in 
and who had ſeen the contending parties 1.ce | 


* 


— 


face, would have outweighed with his Lord h19 e 


other ſiniſler information againſt than, case 


. through the channel of per ſons deeply in erehed 


their ruin. 


} 1 29 
= 4 111 * 
that, LET C 


2. It will very ſoon appear, 
Truſtees were ſo earneſtly requeſted by hi Lore. 
to abſtain from whatever might have the le. 

tendency to inflame the mind cf any pe f 
85 eee „ Mr. Williams and his 1 wen 
ſuffb red by his Lordſhip to carry on meaſures cf $ 
molt inflammatory nature. | 


His Lordſhip's declaration, that fit V- 
+ K Cl 


. "ins and ſufficient for any Gentleman to 4 
1:** the Incumbent permiſſion to celebrate in , 


%% Chapel, i, M where he ofliciates“, was in fact 


7 


e van! 
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five anſwer to the Truſtees repreſentation. How— 

it might be uſual and ſufficient in other Cha- 
pels, to al: permiſſion of the Incumbent, the 
Trulless had aſſured his Lordſihip, at the Regula- 
e Of theirs did not place any aulhority in any To 

rent to give or deny any Gentlemen that permiſſion; 
ad, as Mr. Williams was no longer an Incumbent, 
\2ving forfeited all claim to officiate in zheir Cha- 
del, by his breach of the Award, they very modeſtly 
conſulted Eis Lordſhip's approbation for them to 
ire Mr. Harris that permiſſion. As the Biſhop's 
rely was no anſwer to the Truſtces repreſentation, 
ſo the ſame was directly contrary to his Lordſhip's 
former declaration, viz. that if Mr. Williams did 
ret abide by the Award, he moſt certainly would not 
meet with a more favuurable treatment than Mr. 
Harris.—]t was, probably, on this account, that 
the Biſhop eluded the diſcuthon of the charge with 
ne Truſtees, - We have frequently obſerved in his 
Lorcſhip's Anſwers many ſuch material omiſſions 
reſpecting ſome particulars which ſeemed to claim 
als notice. 

4. So far from ſecular per/ons not interfering, except 
nome caſes, as to fixing an Incumbent, the ſituation 
of moit of our Clergymen in this Country, who are 
either domeſtic Chaplains to private families, or are 
kept by private Gentlemen, proves the very reverſe; 
. that, except in ſome caſes, none but ſecular perſons 
interfere in fixing their own Incumbents. Upon the 
lame principle, then, private Congregations, who 
oport their own Incumbents, have an undoubted 
licht to interfere in the chuſing of them; eſpecially, 
en, by the regulations of the place, as is the caſe 
"1 Liverporl, they contribute to their ſupport upon 
nat expreſs condition. 
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5. If, prior to his knowledge of the Reguladlon: 
the Chapel in Liverpool, the Biſhop did ns: gn, 
refering Mr. Harris to Mr. Williams, to decerim;y+ \ 
way or the other concerning the right of the Truſtees, : 
the conſtitutional repreſentatives of the Conpreputior 
at large, he did certainly determine again/ their 1:1, 
by not revoking his orders to Mr. Harris, wh + 
found, that the Regulations of the Chapel did u. 
place any ſuch authority in any of the Incumben;., 
and that Mr. Williams was only upon {\uff-rance, 
having forfeited his right to officiate in their Chape! 
by his breach of the Award, 

The precarious reſtoration of Mr, Harris was ye: 
acknowledged with thanks, and conſidered by his 
friends as a favourable ſymptom of that deitable 
term of an amicable ſetil-ment which the Biſhop ft- 
tered bimſelf was not very diſtant. "The tublegquent 


_ correſpondence will enable the Reader to form 4 


proper eſtimate of Mr. Harris's diſpoſitions ts acce- 
lerate that ſettlement, and of the oppoiition thi: 
fruſtrated his detign. 

Six weeks were now elapſed ſince Mr. Harris was 
partially reinſtated in his othce, when Mr. Eimatt 
acquainted Fun by letter with the terms of ſubmiſivn 
xequired by his Lordſhip. The following is «: 
exact 

Copy of Mr. Emmott's letter to Mr, Harris. 
« Reverend Sir. 

„% have received a letter from the Piſhop 1! 
'« which I am ordered in his name to ſignify to yo", 
„ as I now do, the terms of ſubmiſſion he require! 
of you, They are as follows, 

„% 1ſt. That you ſabmit to the three arvitrators, 


„% vz, Meſſrs Sewall, Donn and mw. 
| «letting 
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« ſettling of all the money accounts ſubſiſting be- 
„ tween you and Mr. Williams, and left unſettled 
«in the Award (“). 

„zd. That you retract in a letter, either to me 
or to the Biſhop, what you advanced againſt the 
„ Arbitrators in a letter, to the Biſhop Sept. 19th, 
1782; viz. that they the Arbitrators entertained 
*a proteſſed antipathy to you ever ſince the pub- 
* lication of a certain ſermon, which was the partial 
*c:ule of a diſadvaptageous award to you; de- 
**claring the ſaid accuſation to be groundlels (5). 

« You muit moreover in a letter to the Biſhop de- 
**clare, that you never accuſed your Brethren of 
having perſecuted you for preaching a Sermon on 
'* Catholic Loyalty, and that you look upon the 
charge as ſcandalous and injurious (+). : 

N. B. If Mr. Brewer cannot conveniently congur 
with the other two Arbitrators, his Lordihip se- 
'* quires, that they appoint another in his place. 


es When 


) For the properiety of this firſt term of Submiſſion, we 
et refer the Reader to our eighth Remark in page 114, where 
che lame is ſulficiently explained. 


( The literal wvords of Mr. Harris in the letter, here 
quite by Mr. Em nott, are ſomewhat different from the above: 
they may be ſeen in page 92, faithfully copied from Mr. Sewall's 
i*ter of the 26th, of April, 1782. 


(i) Nothing can be a ſtronger evidence of the unalterable 
opinion which his Lordſhip entertained of the veracity of his 
-orreſpondents it formations againſt Mr. Harris, than the infertion 
et tis lat term of ſubmiſion. Three ſolemn written atteſlations, 
en by three of the moſt diſtinguiſhed - Characters in this 
don as mentioned in page 106, were not ſufficient to efface 
the impreflions of guilt which their ſiniſter informations lad 
ade upon his mind, 
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„When theſe conditions are complied with 6n 
«© your part, and not before, and on the receipt of 
the Bilhop's anſwer, your ſuſpenſion will be taker: 
off. 

I mutt add, that it is his Lordſhip's ardent dfre, 
that all law-ſaits do ceaſe, between you and Mr, 
Williams, as they mult give great ſcandal and dif. 
«« ecification to the faithful. Your anſwer to thi;, 
left at Mr. Johnſon's, Edmund-ftreet, next Satur- 
„day morning, will oblige your 

Humble Servant, 
Jos. Exmmorrt,' 
„ Gili-mols, the 12th of June, 1782,” 


It is ſomewhat remarkable, that the Biſhop did not 
require of Mr, Harris to recall his charge againit him 
ef having written an influencing letter previous 1 
Award, ſufficient to bias the judgment of the Arbitrate, 
again/? him. The reader, who has peruſed our ſe— 
venth remark in page 111 &c. will probably think, 
as we do, that his Lordſhip had a wery cogent reaſon 
for his filence, But repetition aſide, Mr. Harris“ 
anſwer to the above was as follows. 

Copy of Mr. Harris's anſwer to Mr. Emmott. 
% Reverend Sir. 

] received your favour of the 12th inſtant; 

« anſwer to which I have nothing more to {ay «: 
«« prefent, than that, as it is left to my option d 
« write either to his Lordſhip or to you, I have, in 
& conſequence, adopted the former mode of declaring 
my ſentiments on the ſubject.— I am, 

Keverend Sir, 

«« Your humble Servant 
© RavauUND Harnis': 
„Liverpool, June 14, 1782”, 


* 


11 
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Mr. Harris, being now permitted, at the end o 


ſeven months, to write  direftly to his Lore hip, 


wrote the following circumſtantial Letter, which 
ſpeaks the language of a Man determined to ſacrif.ce 
his perional intreſts to the pretenſions of bis ad- 
verlaries, for the ſake of immediate peace and con- 
cord: a language ſull of ſubmiſſion and deference 
to his Lordſhip, vet not daſtardly, but becoming 
the natural demands of his injured reputation, 


Copy of a Letter from Mr. Harris to the very Rev. 
r. Gibſon, 

% My Lord. 

* Your Lordſhip's condeſcenſion in ſuffering me 
to addreſs immediately to you, has afforded me 
* ſuch ſenkble ſatisfaction, that, I fear, is not in 
my power to expreſs due acknowiedgements for 
„it. It has not only raiſed my cofidence, but ha: 
given me, I muſt own, a very favourabie idea 
of your Lordſhip's diſpoſitions in my regard. 
Since then, it has pleaſed your Lordſhip to in- 
'* dulge me thus far, I ſhall now ſabmit to your 
'© ſuperiorj and impartial judgement whatever ob- 
** ſeryations I ſhall venture to make on every article 
or term of ſubmiſſion required on my part.—Thetc 
terms (as ſignified to me by Mr. Emmott in a 
letter, dated the 12th. inſtant) are the three fo! 
8 lowing: iſ, I muſt ſubmit to the three Arbitrator: 
«all money-accounts left unſettled in the Award, 
ad. I muſt retract what I advanced againſt the Ar- 
bitrators in a letter to your Lordſhip, and declare 
"the accuſation to have been groundleſs. 3d. I 
"mult, in a letter to your Lordſhip, declare, that I 
never accuſed my brethren of having perlecuted 
fi me 
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ce 


«ce 


me for preaching a ſermon on Catholic Loyalty, 
and that I look upon the charge as ſcandalous and 


*« injurious.— To theſe conditions I muſt beg leave to 
„ ſubjoin a few obſervations; which, I hope, will 


«i 
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meet your Lordſhip's approbation. 


« Ard wich reſpect to the firſt, as I have repeat. 
edly declared, and has been ſignified to your 
Lordſhip (“), and to many beſides, that I am 
willing and ready to give up all arrears of rents, 
all claims and demands on Mr. Williams, previ- 
ous to the day on which the Award was finally con- 
cluded, and that I would freely give him whatever 
was due to me on any account whatſoever, as an 
Incumbent in the place, tince the commencement 
of our joint-concern until that day ; it appears to 
me, that, ſince the money-matters, left unſettled 
in the Award, were only relative to the ſaid ar- 
rears and claims, a total and formal renunciation 
of the ſame, given no under my hand, will im- 
mediately ſettle the difference, will put an effectual 
op to all diſſenſions on that head, and wil! alſo 
prevent any future diſagreement that might origi- 
nate, either from a freth inveſtigation into pal: 
grievances, or from the words of a new Award, 
ais compendious mode of ſettlement will fully 
anſwer, I hope, your Lordſhip's firſt condition te- 
quired on my part. 


As to the ſecond term of ſubmiſſion ; it 15 true, 


« ] advanced in a letter to your Lordſhip, (and to 


inſerted in page 169, where this ſignificati cn is expreſſed, 


no- body elſe beſides, either in writing or by por 
«i 0 


(*) See the extract from Mr. Blundell's letter to the Biſho,, 
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„ot mouth), that I did not wonder, the award ſhould 
prove ſo diſadvantageous, conſidering the profeſſed 
« agtipathy of the Arbitrators to me ever ſince the 
publication of a certain Sermon. This I did ad- 
Lance; but it was never my intention to make it 
a public matter; and had I been indulged ſome 

time after with the ſame liberty, I now enjoy, of 
0 e. immediately to your Lordſhip, I ſhould 
„ have produced the grounds, ſuch as they were, 
„nich I had for my aſſertion ; which, if I remem- 
ber right, was all that your Lordſhip required of 
me in a letter to Mr. Blundell of Ince, where this 
'* very Charge was particularly ſpecified, —Now, the 
„grounds were theſe: iſt. That, ſoon after the 
publication of the above Sermon, one of the Ar- 
* bitrators upbraided me to my face in a very dil- 
* reſpectful manner. 2d. That a Gentleman of, 
character and veracity aſſured me about the ſame, 
time, that the Prieſts in Preſton had declaimed 
** againit the Sermon. 3d. That, after the above 
period, I perceived a very material difference in 
their treatment of me; ſo far, as even to come and 
* Jeave the Town without calling upon me, as they 
* uſually did before. I do not pretend to ſay, that 
** thele grounds were ſufficient for the charge, how- 
ever they might apper ſo to me at the time. 
Some unhappy pre poſſeſſion, perhaps, or ſome 
** paſhon (to which I am as liable as others) did fo 
' magnify them in my eyes, as to prompt me to 
put an undue conſtruction on what might eaſily 
have been the effect of miſinformation, miſconcep- 
tion, or ſelf-miltake. If, upon theſe confiderations 

they ſhould appear to your Lordſhip intuihcient 
** for the charge, I readily declare the ſame to have 
been groundleſs in fact. 
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Concerning the third condition; as I an; cr 
5 *« {cious to myſelf, that 1 never deſerved the imp: 
1 * tation of accuſing my brethren of perſecuting me me 
1 for preaching a Sermon on Catholic Loyalty; ſo! 
x now declare the ſame to be falſe and calumniou: 
f ard look upon the charge as ſcandalous and ini. 
l '* rious geb to them and to me (F). 
I have now complied, 1 think, with every tern 
of ſubmiſfion, which your Lordſhip has though! 
| proper to exact from me. — But becauſe, during th 
g tranſactions of this long and unhappy conteſt, 9. 
character has been often traduced, and cxpoſed to 
| e cenſure and 0V10quy 3 ; I now appeal to vou: 
5 *« Lordihip's tribunal in vindication of the fn. 
* My character I conſider in a double capacity; 
private and public: in both reſpe&s I hold it fa. 
cred; and in both reſpects, I have an equal rizh: 
„with others in my ſituation, not only to apply t9 
your Lordſhip for redreſs, but alſo to expect re- 
** dreſs, againſt any unjuſt invader of what is indi- 
*« vidually my own. 


— * Fray 4 


; *+ Upon this principle, then, I muſt earneſtly re. 
[F4 e queit of your Lordſhip in the firſt place, that th 
F. perſon or perſons, wh firſt intimated to you! 

Lordſhip, that I was guilty of accufing the Bie. 
„ thren of perſecuting me for preaching 2 Sermon on 
Catholic Loyalty, be compelled to produce poTitve 
«« procts in ſupport ef their aſſertion; or elle, t0 
+ give me a written retractation of their inſidious 419 
0 malicious charge againſt me. 
| „ Secondly: I muft alſo requeſt, with due ſubmit- 
** ſion to your Lordſhip, that Mr. Emmott be com: 

« pelled 


1 
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% me, now extant in writing, and ſigned by one of 
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pelled to prove his defamatory allegatiun again? 


the Brethren, a man of veracity and virtue; or 
elſe to give me a written retractation of the ſame. 
Had 1 known this tranſactlon, before the pe in, 
concerned in the charge, nad made a legai appli. 


* cation for redreſs, I ihould have taken a very 


* dierent ſtep, I ſhall yer, I he, ſtop all liti- 
gious proccedings on thiz head o Mr, Emmat: 
performing the condition here ipecined. 


* Thudly: I do licewiſe requeſt, with deference 


to your Lordſhip, that Mr. Sewall do retract in 


writing, and retract to me, what, to the great de- 


- 
- 


' triument of my character, he has in writing declared 


to a Gentleman of this Town, viz. that my ac- 
counts never appeared before the Arti»: trators at the 
time of the Award: a declaration ſo contrary to 
truth, that the Award itſelf plainly contradicts it 
in formal words. Mr. Williams, wioſe bulineſs 
it was, not mine, to ſend in my accounts, had them 
in his poſſeſſion very near ten months before the 
Award was concluded; I ſent in his about five 
weeks, at leaſt, before that time. I am the more 
particular in juitifying myſelf on this head, as the 


Prevalling belief of Mr. Sewail's declaration con- 


* iders me as the principal cauſe of all the trou- 


bles ſubſequent to the Award (*). 


* 10 . *1 * 5 — 
$7.5 tranſaction is very fully diſcuſſed from page 76 to page 82. 


**1 do, in fine, requeſt, that Mr. Williams do 
gire me a written retradation cf what he has pub- 


liely reported as a matter of fat; viz. that I 
' nave broken ſeveral articles of the Award. If he 
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can prove one only breach on my ſide (thong 
under very great provocations), let no man ever 
** trutf my word again. On the faith of this very 
„ kite accuſation, I am deemed by molt of hi; 
** aQaerents, a faithleſs wretch whom neitheir tig, 
nor engagements will ever bind (). 


“J have the greater right to make theſe juſt de- 
mands, as I have no inclination at preſent to pro- 
e ſecute legal meaſures for retrieving my injured 
character from daily reproaches caſt upon it.— 
It is true, I have had recourſe to law, and have, in 
*« conſequence, ſerved Mr. Williams with a Writ 
for forfeiture of the Bond, and a reiterated 
breach of the Award immediately after the con- 
** cluſion of it; but it has been at the repeated ſo. 
*« licitatzon? of my friends, who could no longer 
bear, without a degree of indignation, the inſult 
offered me by Mr. Williams in charging me with 
ga treſpaſs, which, he was conſcious to himſelf, he 
alone had been guilty of (G. 


«© Mr. Emmott informs me, that it is your Lord- 
5 ſhip's ardent defire, that all Law-ſuits do ceaſe 
between me and Mr. Williams. I am far from 
being averſe to your Lordſhip's kind advice. ! 
„% am very willing to withdraw the Suit, already 
*« commenced: I am very willing to forgive Mr. 
Williams the penalty of / 200, which he has 
«© incurred in conſequence of a breach of the Awar : 
„ nay, I am very willing to bear all the expences 


of the Suit: but then, let Mr. Williams, on his 
« fide 


S In page 39 and go we have given a circumſtantial acc9un. of 
Mr. Williams's conduct refpeRing this particular. 


+0 Tut © U-B-L-1 C; ig 


« fide, falfil that part of the Award, which con- 
«« demns the tranſgreſſor of any of the articles therein 
„contained, to reliuguiſb all future concerns with 
« the Chapel. I do not fee why Mr. Williams 
« ſhould be ſuffered to break the Award with im- 
'« punity : we were hoth equally bound to fulfil it 
in every part: had I been the Tranſgreſſor, he 
„would certainly have inſiſted, at leaſt, on this 
latter part, if not, perhaps, on the former alſo. — 
Am I alone to make ſubmiſſions, and the only 
« perſon to be puniſhed? Am I alone to deſiſt from 
legal proſecutions, and Mr Williams to be per- 
«+ mitted at the very time to carry on a proſecution 
«« againſt perſons, who never did him any injury, 
that I can find (“)? I have too high an opinion 
« of your Lordihip's principles and juſtice, to 
'* herbour any ſuch ſuſpicions in my mind. 


J muſt beg leave to obſerve to your Lurdſhip 
before I cloſe this Letter, that the Action at 
“Law comumenced againſt Mr. Clifton of Lytham, 
for ſending Bailiffs into my hoale, and violently 
*« ſeizing my goods, under the fictitious pretence 
of Rent being due to him, without any immediate 
intimation given, or demand made, of the ſame, 
will be carried on, not ſo much in my name, as 

9 


(*) A* the very time, that the Biſhop, as mentioned in Mr. 
Imott's laſt letter, expreſſed to Mr. Harris his ardent deſire, 
dat all Law- uits ſhould ceaſe between him and Mr. Will:aras, 
on acccant af the great ſcandal and diſedification, which the 
fame muſt give to the faithful, Mr. Williams was carrying on 
a Violent proſecucion againſt ſ-me of the faithful, without the 
Bihop, wao had been apprized of ft, expreſſing the moſt feeble 
defire that the proſecution ſhould ceale, or ONO "the 
leiſt danger of any diſediſication or ſcandal, 
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* in the name of the Congregation at large, Phe 
* injury, no doubt, was perſonally levelled at me 
and in this perſonal view I have long tince tor. 
„ given it; indeed, I never reſented it, I know, 
© Mr. Clifton would never have taken fo mean and 
e ſcandalous a meaſure, had he not been artfyi!; 
* wheedled into it (5). But for me now to drop 
<< the Action, when both Houſe and Chapel are 
«« parts of the ſame Eſtate, Title, and Premiſes, would 
« be a criminal AR in me; it would be acting 
*© contrary to that duty, which 1 owe to this part 
* of the Miſſion at large, which I am the mor: 
*« forcibly bound to protect, as I have reaſon to 
ſuſpect ſome intended alienation of the ſame, Mr. 
Williams having publickly declared ſome weeks 
ago, that the Chapel would ſoon become the 
property of ſeculars. Let Mr. Clifton give up 
in writing all his pretcnded claims to the premiles, 
„ and I ſhall immediatly ſtop the Suit. I want ng 
« pecuniary ſatisfaction from him, or any one elſe, 
«« for the injury offered to my perſon : I only wan! 
« to ſecure the Place in Truſty hands for the pur— 
«« poles, for which it was originally built by the 


«« yoluntarly contributions of the People (+). 
ET 9 


(F) On whom the ſcandal and meanneſs of the meaſure mu: 
reflect, is ſufficiently intimated in page 136: Mr. Clifton, for 
the reaſons alledged in page 158, appears, in a convincing light, 
free from every imputation of guilt, 


(+) This declaration alone, independently on a Letter to 
Mr, Sewall reprobating the alienatlon} of Dittrit property in the 
ſtrongeſt germs, is an araple confutation of ſome malicious afſertions 
forged by the malignity of party-rage, that Mr. Harris had endea- 
voured to effect that alienation, Mr. Harris's Letter tv Mr. 
Sewall on this' ſuvje& is now in our poſſeſſion for the inſpection 
of any one. e 
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„ To conclude, My Lord: I have advanced 
„nothing in this long and tedious letter, but the 
« real ſentiments of my heart; if I have ſaid any 
« thing deſ.rving cenſure, I hope your Loraihip 
„ have the charity to forgive it, by imputing 
„ to my ignorance, or Want of propriety of 
« expreſſion and addreſs.—In theic hopes, 1 have 
« tie honour to ſubſcribe myſelf, 

© With the greateſt reipet and deference, 
« My Lord, 
« Your Lordſhip's molt obedient and moſt humble 
„% Servant 
« Raymund HARRISs“. 
«© Liverpool, June 17, 1782“. 


Every diſcerning perſon who has read this letter 
vith any degree of impartiality, muſt have perceived, 
that there is a vein of candour, diſintereſtedneſs, 
love of concord, and becoming firmneſs through the 
whole, We with we could beſtow the fame encomium 
oa his Lordſhip's reply.—-The ſubmiſſive tenour of 
vir. Harris's letter ſeemed now to have removed 
trery other obſtacle in the immediate termination of 
the conte; but the event will ſoon convince the 
Reader, that Mr. Harris's generous conceſſions, 
Which, if accepted, would have immediately reſtored 
1nanimity and peace, and ſecured Mr. Williams's 
ecuniary pretentions to paſt emoluments, were 
verballanced by the diſtreſſing terrours of the total 
'Loration of Mr. Harris, which muft have enſued 
a conſequence of that acceptance. The long in- 
(tral of one month between the above letter and 
ihe Biſhop's reply, ſeems to have been employed 
by Mr. Emmort in diſfuading his Loidſhip from 

7 | acquieſcing 
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acquieſcing in Mr. Harris's compendious plan; 
particular circumſtance. which will be mentioned 
in the ſequel, will remove every ſuſpicion on thi: 
head. —The following is a faithful 


Copy of the Biſhop's Anſwer to Mr. Harris, 
Pear Sir. 


„ received in due courſe your letter of 1th. 
'« Ult. and am much pleaſed with the defire vou 
*« expreſs of bringing to a concluſion this long and 
diſedifying debate. I hope you will not perſevere 
to object to the mode at firit propoſed, viz. ſub. 
*© mitting the Accounts to three Arbiirators, as ] 
have reaſon to believe your offer will be objected 


"45 as. In your ſituation I ſhould wiſh to refer the 


matter to Arbitrators, and I deſire you will ſignify 
** to Mr. Emmott your ſentiments on this head 
as ſoon as you can conveniently, My motive 
«© of enquiring, whether the late Arbitrators had 
„ given a diſadvantageous Award, was to fee 
«© juſtice done, as I recommended to them in the 
«« {trifteſt terms to be guided ſolely by motives cf 
«« equity ; and in this ſenſe my letter was und erſtood 
„by them notwithſtanding you ſeemed to ſuipet! 
the contrary : at leaſt nothing could be further 
from my views: I am equally a ſtranger to you 
« and Mr. Williams, what circumſtance then could 
«« prejudice me in favour of the latter? I beg you 
will embrace every opportunity of recommending 
* to your friends a peaceable deportment, than 
«which nothing will afford greater ſatisfaction to 


«« Dear Sir, ever yours &c. 
M. G1850N". 


FE Headlam, 14th, July 1782, 
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To froner allutons to Mr. Harris's circumſtanti- 

']-tter to the Biſhop, mentioned in page 107 and 
12, engage us to make the two following obſerva- 
15 on his Lordſhip's reply. 
t. As the Biſhop declares, that he is much plcaſed 
ich Mr. Harris's letter, and only intimates a deſire, 
that he would literally comply with the firſt term of 
ubmiflion reſpecting the propoſed Arbitration; it is 
evident, that he was perfectly ſatisfied with his an- 
ers relative to the two charges ſpecified in the 
cond and third condition, with which his com- 
iance was required. 


* 


2. We can find no ſatisfactory reaſon in his Lord- 
%ip's letter, or, indeed, any reaſon whatever, for his 
ence to Mr. Harris's requeſts, though propoſed 
with fo much ſubmiſſion and modeſty. Common 
ialice ſeemed to demand, in our opinion, that they 
noutd not be entirely diſregarded. If the character 
of ais Brethren was not to be vilified with impunity, 
way ſhould that of Mr. Harris? His Lordſpip was 
uclly à ſtranger to Mr. Harris and Meſſrs. Emmott, 
wall and Williams, what circumſtance then could 
gudice him in favour of the latter? 


ror further remarks on his Lordſhip's letter we 
7ef.r the Reader to the following 


Copy of Mr. Harris's anſwer to the Biſhop. 
ry My Lord. 

Agreeably to your Lordſhip's deſire, I have this 
day ſignified to Mr. Emmott my real ſentiments 
on the ſubje& of a new Arbitration. But, as your 
* Lordſhip's condeſcending anſwer to my laſt, im- 
„ Plies no prohibition of addreſſing to you a ſecond 
"Une, I am happy to embrace the earlieſt oppor- 
I © tunity 
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<« tunity of expreſſing my ſincereſt acknowledpenien 
*« for your Lordſhip's kindneſs in anſwering even the 
ve Jeaſt part of my letter, 


11 am very ſorry to find, that your Lordſl; 
*© ſhould have any reaſon to believe, that the 05+ 
<< I made in my lait of giving up all arrears &: 
cc previous to the Award, will be objected to; eſpe- 
e pecially, as the ſame was accepted and approved of 
e by your Lordſhip a few months ago. Did I kno, 
the objector to this effectual mode of terminating 
ve the difference, I would tell him he awvas an Er; 
« /o Peace, and would tranſmit to him for his per: 
«« your Lordſhip's written declaration on the ſubjca, 
4 dated January 24, 178 2 1. 75 . lionally 
Mr. Harris's breaſt to give up his claim to his} 
my of the arrears : if he will ſettle that paint wit 
*« Emmott to prevent any future diſpute on that head, 
«« fc, 1 ſhall, upon tokens of ſubmiſſien, reſtore lis ms 
* fjonary powers, It was in direct conformit y to thi 
« explicit declaration, that I had the confidence u 
* propoſe a meaſure, which, under your Lord 
«« ſanction, I never thought would have been liable to 
„ any rational objection, as it muſt have effec u:!; 
«« precluded, if adopted, every avenue to any future 
« difſenhon on that head. 


« But, ſince even your Lordſhip ſeems to dirt 
« of the weaſure, and will not have me Nee 1 
«« adhering to it; I will even gratify the objecor 
this point, as far, atleaſt, as may be compatis!? 
« with my own ſecurity. In this ſenſe then, I have 
c no objection to ſuffer the above accounts to be it. 
e ſpected by any indifferent impartial perſon or per- 
«ſons whatever, without, however, the obligation ©: 


4» 
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« 1 new Bond; for, hardly can I think, that your 
« Lordſhip will ever inſiſt on my entering into ano- 
« ther with a perſon, who, by an open, deliberate, 
„ and reiterated breach of the firſt, has given a very 
« convincing proof, that neither his word nor his 
« ſignature ought ever to be admitted as a ſuffici- 
« ent ſecurity to his ever performing the obligations 
« of a ſecond. If the ſacred ties of honour, enforced 
« by a conſiderable pecuniary mulct, and a forfeiture 
« of all right and title to a favourite place of reſi- 
« dence, were not ſuficiently powerful, in the firſt 
© inſtance, to guard him againſt the allurements of 
4% lucrative breach, what reaſon can I have to 
* latter myſelf with any hopes or proſpeR of faring 


1 


better in the ſecond ? 


„ ſaid, I had no objection to ſuffer the Accounts, 
„previous to the Award, to be examined by any 
« indifferent impartial perſon or perſons ; not, as if 
„wanted to benefit by that conſiderable ballance, 
* which, upon a fair inſpection, muſt be found to 
be my juſt right and property; this I have poſſi- 
* tively offered to give up without reſervations, and 
] am not accuſtomed to break my word. But, if, 
* contrary to my expectation and certain knowledge, 
the ballance ſhould lean on the fide of Mr. Willi- 
* ams, he may be ſure he ſhall be indemnified to the 
full (*), 


I 2 AD | 


Nr. Harris's reaſons for not entering into a freſh Bond 
win Mr, Williams were too powerful to be contradicted; and 
'nerefore the only argument uſed for rejecting them was an 
uditary non-admittance. His propoſal, as a ſubſtitute of a ſecond 
Arbitration, and his offer to give up a conſiderable ballance in 
. favour, appear ſo unexceptionably fair and generous, that we 

are 
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«« | thank your Lordſhip for the anx: ety you ex. 
«« preſs, to convince me of the motive of juſtice which 
induced you to enquire into the merits of the late 
Award: and I do acknowledge, it was a circum. 
e ſtance particularly unfortunate in my conduct, 0 
*« have ſuſpected your Lordſhip of exerting undue 
* influence over the Arbitrators prejudicial to my 


* intereſts (F). 

* A ſtrict compliance with your Lordſhip's reque/ 
** to embrace every opportunity of recommend:ng. :9 
« my friends a peaceable deportment, has alw ay's 
„been, and will continue to be, my conſtant aim. 
Here, however, I mutt obſerve, in juſtice to my 
friends, that, though often inſulted and provoked 
5 in the groſſeſt manner, they have ſhewed a 1 gree 
of peaceable deportment, and a ſpirit of Chriſtian 
moderation and fortitude, ſaperior to that violence 
te and party-rage, of which they have had too many 
«« flagarant inſtances in the conduct of their oppo- 
cf nents. 

« Before I conclude this letter, 1 beg leave to in. 
form your Lordſhip, that, juſt as I was writing to 

«© Mr, 


are even inclined to think, from a particular clauſe in the Bip! 
ſubſequent reply, they would have met his Lordſnip's ap probation, 
bad not Mr. Emmott oppoſed it, and thus put a bar to the 


mination of the conteſt. Whoever has read the preceding pat 


of this Appeal may ada formed ſome idea of the con ſiderab. 


ballance due to Mr. Harris, 
($) Nothing but the ſtricteſt regard to delicacy, could have pr 
vented Mr. Harris from retorting on his Lordſhip, bis 
tritt recommendation to the late Arbitra tors, to be guided fe 
motives of equity. He certainly had it in his power to have r 
fered his Lordſhip to thoſe two celebrated clauſes of his en 
letter previous to the Award (mentioned in page 112), W: hich 
not ſeem to recommend to them in the frrieeft terms to be oy 


ſolely by motives of equity, 
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« Mr, Emmott, I rceiveu the following letter from 
„ him, dated the 2oth. Inſtant.— Te laſt poſt brought 
« me a letter from the Biſhop, by which 1 am ordered 
«to let you know, that your propeſal of feitling the 
« accounts by giving up the arrears cannot be admitted, 
Lt you are deſired to ſubmit them to the Arbitrators, 
« as was firſt propoſed by his Lordſhip. He defires 
« that it may be done immediately.—Contronting this 
« letter with that of your Lordſhip's to me, I am 
«* apt to apprehend there muſt be /e mi/take in the 
«forwer. In your Lordſhip's letter to me, you 
only declare, that you have reaſon to believe that 
" »;y offer will be cbjected to; whereas in that from 
„ Emmott I am told, Hat it is your Lordſhip*s orders to 
" Jet me know, that my propoſal cannot be admitted. 
In your Lerdſhip's letter to me, you or/y wih [ 
* fbould refer the matter to Arbitrators, and defire I 
H would fignify to Mr. Emmott my ſentiments on that 
head, as ſoon as can conveniently; but in that 
* from Mr. Emmott, am defired, in your Lordſhip*s 
** xame, (which I take as a word ncarly importing 
command) to /ubmit the matter to Arbitretors, and 
"* this to be dene immediately,As your Lordſhip's 
letters to Mr. Emmott and to me came evidently 
by the ſame poſt, I conclude they were both writ- 
ten on the ſame day. 

With my ſincereſt wiſhes for your Lordſhip's 
* happineſs and proſperity, I have the honour to 
* lubſcribe myſelf, 

« My Lord, 
tour Lordkip's mot obedient and moſt humble 
« Servant, 


6 RAYMKUND HaRRis,”? 
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If a deſire of a ſpeedy reconciliation, fo percer 
tible in the above letter, had been the governing 
principle of Mr. Emmott and his party, the contel 
would have immediately ſubſided on the receipt 9 
Mr. Harris's reply. The ſubſequent letter from tl. 
Biſhop to the latter, will immediately inform the 
Reader, at whoſe ſolicitation the conciliatory pan 
was rejected. The following is an exact copy, 
which we purpoſe to illuſtrate with a few explar. 
1 tory remarks. 


Copy of the Biſhop's anſwer to Mr. Larris. 

% Dear Sir. 

o J have received yours of the 22d Inſlant, J 
. mine of 24th, January, I expreſsly ſay, I/ /- 
f * (Mr. Harris) will ſettle that point with Mr. En. 
ih ** mott,—-As long as Mr. Emmott objects to it, for 
«« reaſons, at that time to me unknown, I hope you 
will acquieſce to what was firſt required of you. 
The meaning of my laſt was very obvious, wil! 
** objedted to, or not agreed to are nearly ſynonim"v! 
In a great multiplicity of letters it is 1mpoſio? 
for me to preclude all objections. Where palizg*s 


= . ' 
"p 
| 
s 


t ſeem not perfectly conſiſtent, you may reaſons“ 
te preſume, that circumſtances are ſomewhat vari”, 
or that I had my reaſons for not expreſting 1" 
„ ſentiments more explicitly than neceſſary. N. 
Emmott's directions to you were. purſuant ton, 
letter to him. May the God of peace inſpire) 
all with ſentiments of unanimity. 1 am 
* Ever yours, &c. | 
e M. G10 

*« Headlam, 29th. July, 1782.” 

The moſt obvious obſervations that octur % 
peruſing this letter, are the following. 
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To conſult the obvious ſenſe of the Biſhop's 
words, it is evident, that Mr. Emmott was the only 
--rſon who oppoled the immediate reſtoration of 
peace, by oppoſing the execution of a plan ſome time 
belore propoſed by his Lordſhip. We are not at all 
{crpriſed to ſee that indefatigable Gentleman act 
this inimical part; and we are fully perſuaded, that 
nad he never been concerned in the diſpute, matters 
would have been adjuſted long ago: but what ſur- 
rrizes us not a little is, that his Lordſhip ſhould pay 
{ich deference to the counſels of ſuch a man, as to 
\.cc:fice the peace of a numerous Congregation to his 
tate views. 

2. We will readily grant, to avoid a fruitleſs al- 
tercation about unintereſting words, that objedted to 
and not agreed to (the latter of which was never 
mentioned in Mr, Harris's letter) are nearly ſynoui- 
nous, When Mr. Harris, in the above letter, page 
197, confronted his Lordſhip's two letters, one to 
aim and another to Mr. Emmott, he obſerved, that, 
in the former, his Lord/hip had declared he had reaſon 
o believe that Mr. Harris's offer would be olljected to, 
nd that in the latter, of the ſame date, he had 
erdered Mr. Emmott to let Mr. Harris know, that his 
prepeſal could not be admitted: now, for the ſame 
rerlon to declare to another, that be has reaſon to 
'elirve that his offer will be objefed to by ſomebody, and 
der at the ſame time, through the chanel of another 
perion, the ſame offer not to be admitted, are not / 
warly ſpnonimous as repreſented by his Lordſhip. 
=o Bat, ſays the Biſhop, i a great mulliplicity ef 
eters rt 25 impoſſible for me to preclude all objetions : 
"te 1915 great multiplicity, was in fact confined to two 
„ders only; one to Mr. Harris and another to Mr. 
mmott, and beth of the ſame date. 
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4. Where paſſages ſcem rot per frely conſiſtent, . 
may reaſonably preſume, continues his Lordſhip, that 
circum/tances are ſomewhat varied, or that I Had my 
reaſens for unt expreſſing my ſentiments more epi, 
than neceſſary. How far circumſtances might ha: 
been waried in the interval between the two lette;: 
written on the ſame day, we will not venture to de. 
termine: this, however, we will venture to allert, 
that no reaſons «whatever for not expreſſing his ſin: 
ments more explicitly than nece/jary, could have 
duced his Lordſhip to expreſs his ſentiments in 
ſuch different, if not oppoſite, lights. 

To theſe particular Remarks we mutt add 
general obſervation, which ſeems to affect fever. 
of the letters, inſerted in this ſection, both from 
the Biſhop and from Mr. Emmott. The obſervation 
is equally obvious and juſt —As no circumſtance 
was now wanting to reſtore to Mr. Harris . 
Miſſionary powers, but that of ſettling his temporal 
Accounts by a ſecond Arbitration (for the propri®:; 
of which mode we refer the Read er, to the forego”? 
part of this ſection); and as the Biſhop did 6 
directly and explicity order the ſaid temporal Acc 
to be thus ſettled, and withheld his /piritual facu' 
on no ather account; it follows, by inevita-" 
conſequence, that, notwithſtanding his rep 
proteitations of di/claiming all interference in lem, 
he did direaly end explicitly interfere in the Tens 
of Mr. Harris by way of command. Mr. Hen 
in a letter to Mr. Harris, dated July the 

1782, ſtrengthened by another of the 10t! 

Auguſt following, is uncommonly explicit on 

head. He not only confirms the truth of the ©. 


R 7 


obſervation, reſpectinz the temporal cage. 
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drocceds Farther to declare the temporal cauſe of the 
am: having been taken off. I am very ferry, ſays 
ze to Mr. Harris, you ill continue to make freſh 
difeculties and ebjedions to his Lord/hig's reaſonable 
and eaſy term to ebtain your Miſſionary powers : yon 
cannot forget, that you was ſuſpended fer not ſubmitting 
nur Accounts, left unſettled, to the three Arbitrators. 
All our ſeveral obſervations and arguments to prove 
lis Lordſhip's interference in Temporals, however 
Vrong, however unanſwerable, muſt all yield to the 
ſuperior energy of Mr. Emmott's unequivocal declara- 
tion en this very intereſting point. The particular 
circumitance of Mr. Emmott acting under the 
immediate direction of his Lordſhip, gives his decla- 
ration an irrefragable weight of evidence and autho- 
ty, that muſt eſtabliſh the truth of our obſervation 
beyond the power of reply, 


farris's Miſſionary powers not being reſtored, but 


Here we are compelled to break off abruptly this 
ntercourſe of Letters, and change the Scene: Legal 
zummons muſt be obeyed. 
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SECTION IX. 


MR. WILLIAMS HAS RECOURSE TO Law 
THE PERSONS WHO HAD ATFEMPTED T9 59H 
THE POSSESSION OF THE CHAPEL 1% -E; 
Or THE CONGREGATION. THE PROSECUT] 
PROVES ABORTIVE. THE  DIFFERENC! 
LEFT TO. REFERENCE. 


OTHING can ſhew in a ſtronger lipht t!- 
unfriendly diſpoſitions of Mr. Williams 85 
ſome of his Allies, than the vindictive featn! 
of that legal proceſs which makes the ſubject o 
preſent Section. Reſolved, at all riſks, to ctr 
total ſubverſion of the conſtitutional re-eftabli/hmer 
of Truſtees, they watched with unremitted attend 
every opportunity that could, by any means, 291. 
their ſcheme ; and as intereſt and party ſpirit h. 
ſuggeſted the plan, it can be no wonder, 
perions, thus anxiouſly bent on ſeizing the ©: 
occurence that could ſhew the leait tendency t? 
ſucceis, ſhould view every exertion of the rade 
through the 'delufive medium of a prejuciced pull. 
In effect, this magnifying glaſs ſo disfgure: ! 
their eyes the natural ſhape and form of cvery ji: 
of their official conduct, that they often fencice 4 
monſer, where the unprejudiced naked che cor + 
ſee nothing but an harmleſs infect. Happy in! 
deluſions of their own fancy, and determined 10 
reject every means of conviction, it was their cone 
aim to expoſe theſe ſelf-created monſters to pubis 
view, thereby to excite the averſion of every ij<c- 
tator, and to inflame the minds of the credu-0! 
and unwary againſt the perſons, whom they | 


13 


* 
44. . 


* 
* 
. 
. 


e. 2G; 


-1.-24y devoted to deftrution. Had we no other 
od of this melancholy truth, the artificial ceſormi- 
Ges and guilt wilfally imputed to a fact, we are going 
t0 relate, would exhibit it in the falleſt light. The 
ſact has been mentioned in a former Section, and the 
(ircumſtantial diſcuſſion of it has been reſerved for 
his place: it is that much miſrepreſented tranſaction 
the Gch. of March, 1782, when an attempt was 
nade to ſecure the poſſeſſion of the Chapel. As the 
me was greedily graſped at by Mr. Williams and 
i friends, as an incident of the moſt favourable ten- 
dency to accompliſh the ſubverſion of the conſtituti- 
nal re-eftabliſhment of 'I'ruitees by the coercive 
neaſures of Legal Proceſs, we ſhall now lay before 
e Public the particular circumſtances that attended 

th, the Fact, and the Proſecution carried on by 


ir, Williams in conſequence of it. 


= 


We obſerved in the ſeventh Section, that, ever ſince 
tlie receipt of Mr. Clifton's letter of the 1ſt, of 
arch, wherein he claimed the ſole temporal do- 
nion and management of the Chapel, the Truſtees 
ad been alarmed with a rumour that pervaded the 
own, that the Chapel and other premiſes contigu- 
cus toit, were intended to be alienated by private 
ze, and that their apprehenſions had been much 
'rengthened by a perſonal declaration of Mr. Willi- 
ams, tbat the Chapel would ſcon be in the hands of 
*eculars, We did likewiſe obſerve, that, on the 
rength of this information, they had recourſe to 
gal advice, and that, being reſolved to fulfl the 
cbligations annexed to their 'Truft, which their conſti- 
tzents had repoſed in them, they had made an attempt 
to fruſtrate the intended alienation, ſo confidently 
:eported, by ſecuring the poſſeſſion of the Chapel, in 

16 6 the 
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the name of their conſtituents, for the porn; 
which it had been erected by the voluntary. 
tions of the people. —Fhe obj:&t, then, of | 
tempt was unexceptionably commendable 

it had the ſanction of their conflitdents, 

of diſintereſtedneſs, and the ſeal of Reli. 
commend it. — How far the circumitinc.s 

the actual execution of it are entitled 
cenſure, will beſt appear from the foilowi: 
tected deſcription of facts, which can be « ic 
upon oath, if required, by unexceptionable oc 
witneſſes different from the 'Traitees, 

1. On the 4th. day of March, 1782, tw» e 
before the above attempt, the Truſtees had inform 
Mr. Williams, that as the Chapel had been ſo 
neglected, and needed conhderaible reparation-, 
had purpoſed to have it thoroughly repaire. wit! 
loſs of time: but as they did not think it pre 
that the S-cr-muut ſhould remain in the Chapel » 
the Workmen were employed in repairing it, th", 
therefore, deſired him to remove it, till the VW orkme 
had done their taſk.— This previous circum 
ſpeaks for itſelf: it betrays no ſymptom whatever *! 
any clandeiune or malicious dehgn in the rut 
Had they been actuated by any ungenerons 3:2 
they would never have acquainted Mr, Wu 
with their intentions.—vince Mr. Williams did a 
think proper to comply with their requeſt, it feen 
that he did not apprehend any material impropric!) 
in working in the Chapel without removing 
S-cr-m-nt. 

2. On the morning of the 6th, of March, betws*" 
the hours of eight and nine, a catholic Joiner, en. 


ont 


pioyed by the Truſtees in the buſineſe, get, 


—— 


— 3:0, 20 


7 1 7 gf a * 
their orders, a new lock with two Keys, ſuch as 
would fit the place of the old lock of 


the Chapel- 
door; with 


which, and the neceſſary tcols, he 
repaired to the Chapel, as did alſo the Trulſlces 
before - Service began. They had 
cants but their Secretary, and a young Gentleman, 
Clerk to Meiirs Clegg aud Willlamſon, who, being 
only intended to be a witneſs to their locking them- 
ſelves in and out of the Chapel, flood all the while 
in the Chapel-yard. They h ad neicher offenfive or 
defenſive weapons, nor any Body whatever in reſerve to 
ſecond their intentions. —iTad theſe been of an hoſtile 
nature, they would certainly have provided them- 
force: but as their intentions 
were paciſic, ſo was their appearence perfectly de- 
ſenceleſs. 


elves with ſullicient 


3. Nothing was attempted by the Truſtees, either 
betore or during the ſervice of the day, which was 
performed by Mr. Williams. But either Mr. 
Williams or his friends, perceiving that the Truſtees 
were attending the ſervice in their uſual places, 
(for they did not hide themſelves, as if ſcheming a 
lurprize) ſent for a body of men both during and 
after divine ſervice. That they did not come in 
accicentally, appears from this circumſtance, that 
mot of them do not uſually attend Paryers on the 
week-days.—To judge from their ſubſequent de- 
porcment, and their calling, in the aſſiſtance of an 
Attorney at Law, their errand was to fruſtrate the 
ceüga of the Truſtees by a vigorous oppoſition, and 
to iutimidate them by Legal threats. 

4. Some time after /ervice was ended, and Mr. 
Williams had retired into the Veſtry, the Joiner was 
ordered to fix the new lock on the Chapel- door: no 
ſooner 
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ſooner ne attempted it, but Mr. Williams come don 
from the Veſtry to the Chapel. door, and, in a ver 
mene cing tone, forbade him, at his peril, to rats, 
any Chas: Notwithſtanding his menaces, tlie 
Joiner was ordered to 5 2ed,. and ſome of the 
Truſtees ſtanding at his back whilſt he executed 
their orders, numbers of 5 ſexes ruſhed upon them 
to oppoſe their deſign. At this critical period, one 
Martha Hunt, (formerly a diſcontented Proteſlant, 
but now a deveut Catholic), fall of zeal and fervonr, 
wrenched a pair of large pinchers oat of the Joiner“. 
hands, declaring e avould knock his brains it; 
which as ſhe was on the point of realizing in tk: 
falneſs of her zeal, one of the Truftees ſtopt lier 
arm, awarded the blow, and wreſted the pincher:, 
out of her hand. This pious attempt of the devcat 
Widow was immediately ſeconded by the Truſtec: 
opponents, and a ſhort ſquabble immediately enſucd. 
N Mr. Williams and his party preſſing upon ſome 
of the Truſtees to force them out of their ſtaticn, 
and by theſe repreſſing upon their opponents to 
maintain their poſt. The ſcuffle, which laſted abc: 
a minute, was attended with no blows on either ſide 

nor were violent hands laid on any one by cither 
party. 

5. The Joiner being now returned (for he had ror: 
out of the Chapel at the firſt onſet), Mr. William“! 
Servant woman, who had all along inſulted tac 
Truſtees in the moſt opprobrious language, Lame up 
the Chapel ſteps with a ſhovel full of . and offered 
to run it againſt the Joiner's head, who was emplcy- 
ed in fixing the new lock on the door: providen tial 
the thovel {truck againſt the edge of the door, cult. 
wiſe he mult have been ſeverely hurt: and had nc. 


a 
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ne of the Truftces and the Joiner removed the fire, 
which fell upon the floor, the conſequences might 
have been fatal. 

6. No ſooner the new lock was fixed, but rhe 
Truſces ofered Mr. Williams cue of the Keys, reſervin 9 
the other for themſelves, that the Workmen intended 
to repair the Chapel might be let in earlier than Mr, 
Williams was likely to be out of bed. — This only 
circumſtance is an ample confutation of the vg 
grexnale/s and malicious imputation of ſome of Mr. 
Williams's partizans, that the Truſtees had intended 
to preclude Divine Service in the Chapel, 

7. The only circumſtance now remaining, is the 
perſonal injury ſaid to have been received by Mr. 
Williams in his ancle, during the above ſcaflile. 
This equivecal circumſtance, which, for want of a 
better evidence, was employed by his friends to prove 
a perſonal aſſault upon him, was founded on the 
following undeniable fact, well known to Mr. Wil- 
liams himſelf, and to ſome of his adheres.— 
Some Cays before the above attempt, Mr. Williams, 
in the preſence of ſeveral perſons, had received a 
rain in the froſt in the Chapel yard; in conſequence 
of which, he was afterwards ſeen in his own par- 
lour fitting with his leg upon a cuſhion before him. 
Being yet imperſectly recovered, he had his ſhoe down 
at the heel at the very time that the above tranſacti- 
on happened at the Chapel-door. No ſooner the 
ſcuſle was over, in which he had been perſonally en- 
gaged, he was perceived to reach with apparent 
Cificulty the neareſt bench in the place. How far 
Mr. Williams might have received an additional 
burt in his ancle, in conſequence of his own per- 
ſonal efforts in the oppoſition, we will not attempt 
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to determine: this however is certain, that, el; 
on the morning following, he was obſerved, by le. 
veral perions, walking in. the ſtreets as well as he 
had done before. | 

We have now laid before the Public a minute and 
candid delcription of ſuch facts as relate to the 
tranſaction of the 6th. of March : facts, as before 
aſlerted, which can be proved by the ſolemn evidence 
ot the oath of unexceptionable ocular witneſſes, dif. 
terent from the 'I'ruſtees. How far then the Truſtees 
demeanour upon the occaſion merited thoſe uncom- 
monly harih cenſures above ſpecified, which were { 
I:berally thrown upon them, let the impartial Reader 
judge from the ſtate of facts now before him. 


No ſooner the above tranſaction was over, but : 
number of Emiſſaries were employed to circulate 
in Town and Country the moſt deliberate falſhoods, 
that the fertile invention of party-ſpirit could fug- 
geſt. This rapid progreſs of miſrepreſentation in- 
duced the Truſtees to publiſh the following hand. 
bill without delay. 

« The Truſtees, lately choſen by the major) 
«© of gqualifed Bench-holders, conformably to the 
original eſtabliſhment of the R 0 
5 —! in Liverpcol, judge incumbent on their 
„% duty to acquaint all Bench-holders of ever) 
«« deſcription, that the attempt made on the 6th 
« inſtant to ſecure the Poſſeſſion of that place, wa: 
„with the ſole view to aſſert their original right 
« to the ſame, againit the new and uniupportec 
«« cliims of a Gentleman at ſome diſtance from 31: 
« Town. Their {theme was conducted, on 74#” 
«« fart, with every degree of decorum: no ſymptom 
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« of violence, no marks of force, no array what- 
« ever, offenfive or defenſive, appeared in their 
« deportment. The Truſtees alone, unattended by 
« any hoſtile retinue, repzired to the place, to take 
« legal poſſeſſion of it hen ſervice was over. 
« The unbecoming ſtrife, and clamorous tumult, 
« which unfortunately enſued, they are willing to 
attribute to a miſconception of their lauaable 
« deſign. And fince they are fully convinced, that 
no perſon of any ſenſe, ſpirit or juſtice, (when 
« properly informed of the merit of his claims) 
„will ever proſtitute his juſt rights, and thoſe cf 
his poſterity, to the groundleſs pretenſions cf a 
* firauger ; they now invite all and every Bcncn- 
* holcr, unanimouſly to ſtand forth in their own 
defence; and not, by a daſtardly acquieſcence to 
% unknown pretenſions, enſlave themſelves and their 
children, without a probability of ever ſhaking 
„off the Yeke. 


N, B. Whoever deſires a ſatisfactory informa- 
tion reſpecting the original agreement of the 
** Congregation, will be pleaſed to apply to any 
of the Truſtees; who will be obliged to any 
* ceat-holder that has ever bought a ſeat of any other 
holder of it; or has paid any arrears to become 

poſſeſed of a ſeat, —or may now be inclined to 
tell his right to any ſeat ; or has any complaint 
901 1 GiſpotTeſſed of his ſeat without a valuable 


1 
. dera 
connveration paid for the ſame, to ſend notice to 
"the bid en who have already received 
ez © 


" . . . 

wveral complaints, and are determined to act with 
7 v5 . © . 

iet juſtice, and pay due attention thereto. 


By order of the Truſtees” 


fi 


=-:Verpoo!, March 7, 1782 
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It is worth obſerving, that though ſeveral hy. 
dred printed copies of the above declaration 
addreſs were immediately diſtributcd in "Town and 
Country, among perions engaged in oppoſite inte. 
reſts, the ſame was never contradicted in any pi 
manner, either by Mr. Williams or his friends, By: 
thoogh a dire& and open contradiction was n: 
attempted, yet the inſidious ſpirit of diſguiſed 
repreſentation and falſhood continued its courſe ith 
unrelenting pace. Many were the private conven- 
ticles and aſſociations held upon the occaſion in dit 
ſerent quarters of the Town, to fix on ſome exem— 
plary mode of public revenge. After many debates, 
Legal proceſs was at laſt prefered : accordingly, at 
a meeting, held by ſome of the male- contents at the 
Angel-Inn in Dale-ftreet, liberal ſubſcriptions were 
promiſed by ſome of the members to proſecute the 
Truſtees to rhe utmoſt rigour of the Law. How 
their promiſed liberality evaporated in fraitleſs ex- 
halations, will appear in the ſequel. Conſcious 
inability, or want of inclination, to realize the. 
ſounding promiſes, ſeemed to have had ſome effect c- 
the generous ſubſcribers; for they ſoon came to 
unanimous reſolution, which was their laſt reſolve, 
to annul every other determination relative to ti 
proſecution of legal meaſures, by refering the ſam? 
to the judgment and deciſion of three Gentlemen, 
whoſe names we ſpare, unconnected with the cid 
Chapel and its concerns. 


The deciſion of tie Triumvirate was ſoon com- 
municated to the Truſtces by means of Lega Wrath 
with which they were ſerved on the 16th. day 0! 
May, 1782, in the name of Mr. Williams. As ti? 
whole proceſs of the enſuing abortive Suit betra: 
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unequivocal ſymptoms of a malicious proſecuticn, 

« circumſtantial relation of ſome intereſting facts, 

little known to the generality of our Readers, appears 
of indiſpenſable neceſſity. They are as follow : 

1. All the Truſtees wore in diſcriminately ferved 
with Writs by Mr. Williams, to take their trials at 
the then enſuing Aſſizes: and yet, two of the Trul- 
tees were not even in fight of the place, where the 
abore ſcuffle enſued in conſequence of the oppoſition 

ade by him and his friends 

2. Soon after the Tranfadtion 1 of the 6th of March, 
the Joiner, employed by the Truſtees, was ſolicited 

d prevailed upon by two perſons (whoſe names 
we ſuppreſs out of regard to their characters and 
numerous families) to accompany them to an Attor— 
ney's Office; where an Affidavit being already pre- 
parzd, he was deſired to ſwear to the facts therein 
ſated reſpecting the above tranſaction: but the Joiner 
refuſing to give his oath, becauſe it contained a 
relation of fats, which he had neither {cen nor heard 
of before, though preſent at the time when the facts 
were declared to have happened; Mr, Williams 
did, in conſequence, ſerve him allo with a Writ, and 
ſlereby made him a Defendant in the Cauſe, becauſe 
he could not make him an Evidence in his favour, 

3. On the face of the Writs, the proſecution 
was inſtituted by Mr. Williams, as Plaintiff in the 
Cauſe: and yet, in reality, Mr. Williams was but 
a neminal Plaintiff; for the proſecution was carried 
On 3g 2 coalition of ſome of his friends, determined 

all events to annoy the Conſtitutional appointment 
_ - ruktees, by raiſing contributions to ruin the 
was ns of tne Truſtees, The perſons appointed to 


cit from door to door the charitable donations 
of 
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of the people to ſupport the expences of the 4... 


proſecution, and the ſubſcriptions received by then 
even as low as THREE PENCE, are an evidence © 


fact. 


4. Another very material fact, which exhibit: the 
inexcuſable malignity of the proſecution in a mes 
irreſiſtible offenſive light, relates to the Title. Dee! 
of the Premiſes, which were the Scene of w. 
Tranſaction of the 6th, of March. The appe eu 
legality of that Deed, which, as explained in page 
I51, was, in fact, a palliated conveyance, and ; 
real Deed of Truſt, was the ground-work of Mi. 
Williams's Action, againſt the Defendants in tle 
cauſe. Whenees it follows, by inevitable conſequence, 
that Mr. Williams's Action, and, indeed, all hi; 
hopes of ſucceſs, reſted on a manifeſt impoſition; 
for they were eſſentially grounded on the validity cf 
a Deed, which he knew, as well as Mr. Cliſton, or 
any of his Brethren, it had only the appearance of 1 
Deed of Sale, and the reality of a mere Dev ef 
Truſt.— How far a legal proſecution founded on: 
ſpurious Deed, conſidered by the Plaintiff in thi 
light, can be reconciled to the dictates of comme! 
juſtice, and what opinion the public can entertain cl 
the merits of a cauſe, which needs the aid cf 2 
olaring impoſition, let thoſe determine, who fi. 
conſider PROB1ITY in the claſs of virtues. 


The dark complexion of theſe undeniable facts 
mul appear to an honeſt mind a certain omen ct 
infallible diſappointment and wiſcarriage, The even, 
verifed both to the inexpreflivle vexation of Mr 
Williams and his friends, who met a diſgraceful de. 
feat, where they e to meet certain vietor) 
But let us not invert the order of events. 
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Both parties, Plaintiff and Defendants, were now 
” ready to meet each other at the approaching Ajlize: 
of the 10th. of Auguſt, 1782, which were near at 
hand. The originality of the intended Trial had 
| engaged the attention of many, who conjeQured va - 
riouſly on its final event. In effect, to ſee a Roman 
Catholic Prieſt proſecute in perſon his own flock at 


ec 

| a Proteſtant Court of public Judicature for pretended 
- | trcipalies committed in a place of Roman Catholic 
0 Worthip, where he officiated in that capacity, was 
4 not an ordinary fight. But ſo it happened to the 


immortal honour of our Religion in this Country! 


We fhall now follow the parties to Lancaſter to 
gratify our curioſity: that of the reader mult be 
ſatised with the following account of their tranſac- 
tions at that publie place, where they arrived on 
ne 11th of the month of Auguſt, A memorable 
Leoch in the Annals of Church Hiſtory! 

Upon their arrival, the news of the intended Trial 
were ſpread with great rapidity through every quarter 
of the Town; and the novelty of the Legal Phenome- 
n did fo attract the curiofty of perſons of every 
condition and rank, that the PtartnTiFF was fre- 
quently pointed at, even by little children, in the 
lreetz, as an Object of Wox Dex and a perfect 
now. 

We have before obſerved, that Mr. Williams's 
<uwun, and, indeed, all his flattering hopes of ſuc- 

:, rected entirely on the apparent validity of Mr. 
Cation's Title-Decd of the Chapel, and other 
premites contiguous to it. This bulwark was thought 
wpreanable : neither did Mr. Williams or his 
bend, prior to their ſetting out for Lancaſter, 
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entertain the leaſt ſuſpicion, that the ſine might 
be overſet in a trice, ſo far, at leaſt, as to defe;: 
all their hopes and expectations built upon it. J. 
Rev, Mr. Nicholas Sewall of Preſton, who bh. 
received a ſubpoena to appear as an Evidence in tle 
Trial, ſoon convinced them of their errour, ar; 
tarned their hopes into fears: the ſequel will ſhew 
that the latter were better grounded than the former. 


e 
1 
4 
4 


* 


This unfortunate and ſudden change, which ug 
immediately perceived by the Defendants, was oi. 
ginated from Mr. Sewall's unexpected appearance in 
Lancaſter, as a party materially concerned in the 
intended Trial, and not leſs materially unfayour:ble 
to the pretenſions of the Plaintiff. Mr. Sewall, 
being Agent to the late Body of Jeſuits of the Lan- 
caſhire-Diſtrict for the management of their tempo. 
ral property, was known to have in his poſſeſion 
a certain authentic Inftrument, ſufficient, upon a fair 
examination, to invalidate every pretenſion or clain 
to legality, that the Plaintiff might be inclined to 
impoſe on the Court to aſſert the validity of the 
above Title-Deed, as an abſolute conveyance anc : 
real Deed of Sale, in lieu of a palliated conveyanc! 
and a real Deed of Truſt. The authentic Instru- 
ment, in the poſſeſſion of Mr. Sewall, was of thi: 
explicit unequivocal tenor, that it unravelled, :: 
firſt fight, the whole myſterious proceſs of the app: 
rent abſolute conveyance, made it appear what 1! 
really was, in fact, a real Deed of Truſt, and di 
cloſed the ſuppoſed real proprietors of the premilcs 
ſo diſguiſed, 


The Truſtees, though not unacquainted with the 


intereſting particulars of the above authentic Infra- 
mens, 


* 
Iv 
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ment, had never intended to ſorce it out into a 
ablic Court, till informed of the ungenerous mode, 
adopted by Mr. Williams, of proſecuting them op 
the apparent validity of a ville abſolute convey- 
ance, which he knew to be no more, in fact, than 
a real Decd of Truſt, This fingular information 
was not received .by the Truſtees, till the very eve 
of the Aſſizes, viz. the gth. of Auguſt, when the 
Plaintiff's Attorney, producing the Deed, wanted 
to be informed, whether the Defendants were willing 
to acknowledge the legal execution of it. Thus 
circumſtanced, they reſolved to counterat Mr. Wil- 
liams's diſingenious views, by ſerving Mr. Sewall 
with a legal Viit, that compelled him to appear in 
perſon, and produce the above authentic Inſtrument 
as an evidence againſt the validity of Mr. Williams's 
pretenſions. Their official capacity enforced tte 
neceſity of adopting the meaſure, Being ep- 
pointed conſtitutional Guardians of a place they 
were bound to ſecure, they could not, without for- 
feiting their own rights, and the rights and confidence 
of their conſtituents, expoſe it to certain danger of 
irrecoverable loſs, without ſtraining every nerve to 
lave it; and the only viſible means to fave it was to 
adopt that meaſure without loſs of time. 

The ſight of this valuable inſtrument diſconcerted 
Mr. Williams's meaſures, and defeated the ſanguine 
tapectations of his faithful Witneſſes and friends. 
ihe impartial opinions of learned Lawyers upon 
it and on the dangerous aſpe&t of the Plantiff's 
Cauſe, ſerved only to encraſe their uneaſineſs and 
Ar, They were viſible to the Defendants: the 
parent reluQance of the Plantiff to enter the cauſe 

on 
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on the Record, which did not take place till it 
latter end of the laſt day, betrayed uncquiy 
ſymptoms of fear to encounter the Trial. — Teng 
we have every reaſon to believe, that, in conſ»q votes 
of Mr. Sewall's authentic Inſtrument being exam; 

the Trial was never intended to be realized; 

2s ſoon as the Cauſe was entered, ſeveral oſtenſble 
attempts were made by the faithful Witneſſes 9 
convince the Defendants, that they were ſcriouly 
bent on the proſecution of the important Suit. 


While this farce was carried on, without the lea! 
apparent probability of intimidating the Defendant 
into proffers of the much wanted compromiſe on the 
ide of the Plantiff, ſeveral Gentlemen of diſtinguih- 
ed Rank, and many other reſpectable Characters, 
in conjunction with the Rev. Mr, Sewall, wc: 
anxioufly endeavouring to effect an amicable accom- 
modation of the parties. 'The ſerious complexion 
of the Suit, the very alarming circumſtances at- 
tending the legal diſcuſſion of it, and the inevitable 
ruin impending on the Plantiff, in caſe the cauſe 
were committed to the inſpection of the Court, re. 
doubled their efforts to accompliſh a ſpeedy recoi- 
ciliation af the contending parties. 


The Defendants were not inexorable : terms cf 
peace they never had refuſed ; but it became them 
not to make the brit offer: they were Defendants, 
not Aggreſſors; and the terms were expected to 
be proffered by the Aggreſſor, as a ſmall attonemen: 
for the injury they had received. The tais was 
arduous for a man of Mr. Williams's frame of mind; 
it was however complied with through the channel 
of ſome friends, The Defendants being informed, 


nat 


|. 


ro:Tu2t PUBLTC; > 1 


nat Mr. Williams was very defirous of compromifing 
the difference and withdrawipg the Suit, they agreed, 
with generous condeſcenſion, to ſacrifice all ther: 
alurances of ſucceſs to the ſuperior advantage of a 
friendly accommodation, and the ſafety of Mr. WI. 
liams's perſon, already too far advanced to the brin.. 
of a dangerous precipice, 


Before a final agreement took place, various un- 
exceptionable modes of accommodation had been 
propoſed to no effect, by diſintereſted friends, equally 
unconnected with both parties. I'wo different agree- 
ments ſucceſſively concluded between the contend- 
ing parties, and ratified, in the preſence of moſt re- 
ipectable witneſſes, were ſucceſſively eluded and an- 
nulled by Mr. Williams, almoſt as ſoon as concluded. 
Every part of his conduct, upon the occaſion, ſeemed 
to be actuated by the fear of diſpleaſing hie friends 
in Liverpool, who, he knew, expetted to ſee him re- 
urn crowned with laurels, and loaded with the ſpoils 
of the Truſtees : every other conſideration yielded to 
this gnawing fear, ſave the dread of being caſt, and 
the fatal confequences of the Trial, of Which he was 
now appriſed. In this conflict, he had recourſe to a 
ſtratagem, and embraced an expedient, which ſeemed 
to him the beſt adapted to anſwer the double purpoſe 
of eſcaping the certain danger of a diſgraceful Trial, 
and inſuring to himſelf the good opinion of his 
iriends, He agreed to refer all the differences then 
ſubſiſting between him and the Defendants, as alſo 
between him and Mr. Harris, to the arbitrament of 
three Secular Gentlemen, provided he could obtain 
irom the Senior Counſellor, retained in his Cauſe, 
written injunction enforcing this mode of ſettle- 

K ment, 
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ment, which, he flattered himſelf, would ſufficient. 
gurantee his conduct, in withdrawing the Suit, again? 
tae probable reproaches of his diſappointed friend; 
at his return to Liverpool. 


As Mr. Williams's reſolutions and agreements had 
never proved of any long duration, it was neceſſzr; 
to take him at his word there and then. This ne. 
ceſſity induced a Gentleman, who heard the propoſal, 
and who, from the very firſt arrival of the parties in 
Lancaſter, had intereſted himſelf in the moſt zeal: 
and indefatigable manner to effect an amicable ac. 
commodation, to procure without delay the above 
written injunction; which, with ſome riſk of 11; 
perſon (the Counſellor being then in Court) he {on 
after obtained; and, after taking a copy of it, be 
delivered it to Mr, Williams. 

There is a Tribute of gratitude due to a din» 
tereſted Benefactor: and MR. Thomas DoxcAs == 
Banker in Wigan, the Gentleman juſt alluded to, 
moſt deſervedly entitled to this Tribute. Mr, :. 
liams owes him the preſervation of his perſon: 
Defendants the unſolicated offices of @ christian 
mediator, and the whole Body catholic in d. 
Kingdom, whoſe religious intereſts were effentia!.y 
endangered by the intended Trial, owe him, 
great meaſure, the unmoleſted continuance of the 
liberties, for, though ſeveral other perſons, of ti 
moſt diſtinguiſhed rank and character, claim tie 
acknowledgement of every perſon of our communi! 
individually concerned in that tranſaction; we til 
believe, that Mr. Thomas Doncafter was the perſon, 
who moſt immediately averted the impending danger, 
by being moſt immediately inſlrumental in efect/ 
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an amicable accommodation of the contending 
parties, Yet, Mr. Doncaſter is neither a perſon of 
vr communion, er did he, 2s he declares in a 
ter of a very recent date, know either party, /o 
wich as by name, before he endeavoured to make up 
ve arfference at Lancaſter. So true it 15, that 
(aority Jeeketh not her own. 

Mr. Williams having now obtained the Counſel. 
it's ſafe conduct for Liverpool, which, by the bye, 
aid not prove ſo ſatisfactory to his diſcontented 
friends at his return, as he had expected, both 
Parties repaired to the honſe of Mr. Worſwick, 
*'lverſmith and Banker, who had alſo taken a very 
'riendly part in endeavouring to prevent the danger- 
vas Litigation. Though both Parties were at the 
ſame houſe ; yet they were not viſible to each other: 
neither did they meet together, for ſo it pleafed Mr, 
Williams, till a final agreement was coneluded. 
de many tedious meſſages to and fro, propoſals, 
objetions, replies, &c. &c. were carried between 
tne parties, through the channei of the Rev. Mr. 
Sewall on the ſide of Mr. Williams, Mr. Thomas 
Voncaſter in behalf of both Parties, and their re- 


A 


fall? . 
| +peciive Attornies. 


The principal circumſtance, that retarded the 
| *xecution of a conclufive Agreement, claims the 
Particular attention of the Reader, as a recollection 
ct the fame will enable him to judge of the merits 
- ſuch tranſactions, as will be diſcuſſed in the next 
Lection. Mr. Williams required, and ſo did Mr. 
dewall, that a clauſe ſhould be inſerted in the Agree- 
Leut, whereby the tranſaction, relative to Mr. 
Clifton's diſtraining Mr. Harris's Goods, mentioned 
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in page 157, ſhould alſo be ſubmitted to the referens 
of the Arbitrators nominated by the Parties. A: 
that tranſaction was evidently foreign to the diſpute; 
ſabſiſting between Mr. Williams and the Deſendant:, 
and between the former and Mr. Harris, which hai 
been agreed to be ſubmitted to their deciſion, the 
Defendants o6/efed to the inſertion of the Clauſe 
The propoſal was repeatedly inſiſted on by Mr. M. 
liams, and was as often rejected by the Defendan:: 
in rhe moſt explicit terms, Mr. Williams ſtill per. 
ſiſting in inſerting a clauſe, which neither the De. 
fendants, nor Mr. Harris, had any power to ſubmi: 
to reference, but only the perſons who had replevied 
the Goods and Mr. Clifton, made the Defendan:: 
declare at laſt, that, if he inſiſted any longer en 
the inſertion of the rejected clauſe, they would im. 
mediately leave the houſe, would repair to the Caſſle, 
and would there remain till the canſe was nnal!; 
tried, This reſol ute declaration had the defired efiect: 
Mr. Williams deſiſted from any further attempts, 
relative the inſertion of the Clauſe, and the 5%, 
lowing Agreement was immediately ſigned by Us: 
parties, 

Exact Copy of the LAN CAST ER Agreement. 

In the Common PLEas at LanCasSTER 

JosE FHR WILLIAMS, Plaintiff, 
«© BETWEEN 200 
HENRY BILLIN GE, ANDREW RO 

so, and others, Defengants.” 

It is agreed between the Parties, Plaintif 


60 and Defendants, that all further proceedings in the 


„ above Action ſhall ceaſe, and be no further prote- 
„ cuted, each party paying their own coſts ; 455 


„ — 
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„that the diſputes between the ſaid Joſeph Willi- 
„ams and Raymund Harris, as to their Temporal 
matters, ſhall be refered to James Orrell of Black- 
„brock, Eſq; and Thomas Eccleſton, the younger, 
of Scariſbrick, Eſq; who are to nominate a third; 
and alſo, that all the differences and diſputes be- 
« tween the above Defendants, or any of them, and 
the Plaintiff Joſeph Williams, reſpecting their, his, 
« or any of their Temporal property and claims in 
«and to the ſaid Chapel, ſhall alſo be refered to the 
ſame Arbitrators, to be choſen as aforeſaid, the 
«* ſatt two perſons, herein before-named as Arbitra- 
tors, chuſing a third perſon totally diſintereſted, 
and the three perſons ſo choſen, or any two of 
them, having full power to make an Award: and 
further alſo, that ſuch Arbitration ſhall take place, 
das ſoon as conveniently may be, and be finally de- 
'« termined on, or before, the ßrſt day of October 
next. 


« And We, the ſeveral Subſcribers hereto, do 
'* promiſe and engage to uſe our utmoſt endeavours 
to bring all differences to a concluſion in manner 
' above-ſtated, and that mutual Bonds for this pur- 
'« poſe ſhall be entered into on, or before, the third 
day of September next, the ſubmiſſion to which 
bonds ſhall be made a rule of ſome Court of Re- 
cord, As witneſs their hands the 15th of Auguſt, 
1782. 

„ JosEPA WILLIAMS; 


«© Henry B1LLINGE. 
% ANDREW ROSSON, 


© RayMuUxNDd HARRIS. 


„ Signed 


j 
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1 2 Signed by the ſaid Joſeph Williams, Herr 

* Billinge, Andrew Roſſon, and Raymund Marr. 
in the preſence of 

Aus Wilttawsox, 
„ED. BLacksTocx.” 
| The reaſon, why this Agreement was only ſigned 
by Meſirs. Billinge and Roſſon, on the part of th: 
VDieſendants, was, becauſe the reſt of the Defendan:: 
1 had empowered them to act in their name, and ha“ 
bound themſelves to acquieſce, without reſerve, #1 
[5 whatever agreement or terms of accommodation, 
| they might think proper to accept. The Agreement 
was alſo ſigned by Mr. Harris, not as a Defend: 
in the Cauſe, but becauſe, having been ſerved wi) 
48 a Sub poena to appear as an Evidence, reſpecting ſum: 
| particulars of the intended Trial, he happened to“. 
upon the ſpot, and availed himſelf of this favourab'- 
opportunity of bringing to a ſpeedy concluſion |: 
ewn temporal differences with Mr, Williams, 

As ſoon as the above Agreement was concluded 
and ſigned at the houſe of Mr. Worſwick, at he“ 
paſt four o'clock in the afternoon of the 15th © 
Auguſt, the parties, together with the Rev. Meil::, 
Sewall and Harris, the two profeſſional Gentiiemen, 
Mr. Thomas Doncaſter, and ſeveral other ftiend, 
who had intereſted themſelves in the matter, went 
the Coffee-houſe, and, after drinking their mute“ 
Ni healths, and the total oblivion of paſt animoſities 41% 
„ diſſenſions, they ſhook hands, promiſed, reſpe&tive.”, 
| to exert their utmoſt efforts to unite once more . 
Congregation of Liverpool, and took leave of cad“ 
other with reciprocal expreſſions of ſalis faction and 

; content. 
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content. How far theſe expreſſions might be recię ro 


cally fincere, appears from the laſt marginal Note in- 


{erted in page 172 and 173. 


Thus ended the famous Proſecution, the Legiti— 
mate Child of maleyolence, begotten in an evil hour, 
brought forth by a factious party, nurſed up with the 
foul nutriment of deliberate miſrepreſentation and 
ſalſhood, and, when juſt entering the dangerous ſtage 
of maturity, to the inevitable ruin of the parents that 

gave it birth, — by the bencficient hands of 
thoſe very perſons, whoſe total deſtruction he was 
deſtined to atchieve | 


Whilſt the Parties are returning to their reſpective 
{:iencs at Liverpool with the tidings of the abortive 
Trial, we muſt beg leave to be indulged with the 
iberty of relating one or two particulars, which have 
tranſpired fince. 

1. Though it was ſo concluded in the above 
A greement, that each party ſhould pay their own 
coils; yet we are well informed by the teſtimony 
of a Gentleman (whoſe name can be mentioned, 
if required) who was in the ſame room with Mr. 
Williams, while the parties were kept aſunder at 
the houſe of Mr. Worſwick, that, had the Defen- 
cants inſiſted, as they did at firſt, Mr. Williams 
would have agreed to pay their coſts, as well as 
tis own, rather than ſubmit his Cauſe to the inſpec- 
tion of the Court.—Such was the confidence he had 
io the Juſtice of his pr7ozs proſecution But the 
Vefendants, in order to ſhew a diſpoſition for peace, 
did but lightly inſiſt on the above condition, once 
agreed to by Mr. Williams, and conſented to pay 
deir own cofls, ſatisfied with the ſmall atonement 
K 4 he 
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he had made in firſt requeſting of them the acceptane+ 
of a compromiſe, 


2. Were we not well informed, throvph th: 
beſt of channels, of the truth of a laughable cir. 
cumſtance we are going to relate, it might pal. fer 
a jeu d eſprit, or an humorous r aal put on Myr, 
Williams's friends. For who can view in an; other 
light the repeated applications made to the Rev, 
Mr. Sewall to defray the expences incurred by NM. 
Williams's Witneſſes in their pious expedition ty 
Lancaſter in ſupport of his Cauſe? The rez{v: 
alledged to juſtify the application, ec nhances t 
merit of it in a viſible degree: it was, becauſe M. 
Sewall, conſcious of the pernicious tendency of the 
intended Trial, had adviſed Mr. Williams, a: 2 
prudent friend, in conjunction with many other: 
to withdraw the Suit, and compromiſe the dliflerenc 
with all ſpeed. The application was fo prefi: 
that he was even threatened with a legal woſccution 0 
in caſe he ſhould refuſe to reimburſe the Las 
PILOGRIuS.— A convincing proof, that the Thr 
Penny ſubſcriptions, mentioned in page 212, 6 
z2alouſly collected from door to door, fell ſome... 
ſhort of the Capital required to carry on the buiiac. 
and that the ſounding promiſes of liberal ſabſcr.z- 
tions made at the Angel-Inn, were mere Dravoc.. 
of wealth, without either reality or ſubikance. 


TY * 
. S «#1, 3 £ 


But it is time, we ſhould meet the Parties 
Liverpool. Never did diſappointment ſhe n. 
frowny- countenance, than at the firlt intersien © 
Mr. Williams and his diſcontented friends. 6 


Counſellor's /afe-condudt, which he had ootainos » 
Lancaſter, proved but a ſlender ſatisfaction : 2 8 
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unguine hopes of conquelt being now totally defeat- 
ed, ſome of the moſt zealous made the moſt ſolemn 
engagements never to embark again in the Conteſt 
at any rate. Had theſe engagements been relig1- 
ouſly fulfilled, or had peace and unanimity been the 
real object of their paſt or preſent wiſhes, an effec- 
tual termination of all diſſenſions, would have been 
the immediate fruit of the friendly termination of 
the Suit. But, either the apprehended ſhame of 
a diſgraceful defeat, or the untamed ſpirit of faction, 
ſoon created new deſires of requiting the pretended 
injury, by re-kindling the fire of diſcord to a degree 
of vehemence, almoſt unquenchable. As this me- 
lancholy truth will be fully demonſtrated in the Se- 
cond Part of this Appeal, we ſhall now cloſe this 
Section, and begin a freſh relation of facts, ſubſe- 
quent to the above Agrement, which, on a former 
occaſion, made their appearance in a ſeparate Pub- 
lication, 
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THE LANCASTER AGREEMENT PROVES INE FEN 
AL IN THE FINAL ADJUSTMENT or THE Dirrr;. 
ENCES. THE TRUSTEES, BY APPOINTMIY 
MEET THE BISHOP AT PRESTON IN ORDER 77 
DELIBERATE ON THE SUBJECT, AND Maiz 


END OF THE DISPUTES. 


HE two Gentlemen Referees, to whoſe decigo- 
the diſputes had been finally ſubmitted by t. 
Parties in the Lancaſter Agreement, had not bee! 
previouſly conſulted (they not being on the ſpot), 
whether they would undertake the diſagreeable t 
It was therefore thought indiſpenſably neceſſary, :: 
their return from Lancaſter, to make the earlieſt ap. 
plication to obtain their conſent, prior to the ſigning 
of the Bonds. Accordingly, on the 2oth. and 23d. 
of Auguſt, the Parties applied in perſon to the Gen- 
tlemen nominated in the ſaid Agreement, and had 
the mutual ſatisfaction of meeting with ſucceſs. 


Nothing more was now wanting previous to thr 
intended Arbitration, than for the Parties to enter 
into Bonds. The execution of theſe was conſiderably 
retarded, by Mr. Williams refuſing the inſertion 
of two eſpecial clauſes, which Mr. Harris and the 
Truſtees thought of indiſpenſable neceſſity to enable 
the Arbitrators to form a juſt eſtimate of the recipro- 
cal merits of the Cauſe, and to guarantee them 1n 
their decifion, —The firſt was, that the Arbitrator: 
ſhould be eſpecially indemnified in the Bonds to: 
any thing they might determine in their Award; 


and the Second, that both parties ſhould be eſpecially 
| bound 
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nd to produce, upon oath, if required by the 
tber party, all ſuch papers, documents, and inſtru- 
ments whatever, as related to the ſubject of their 
ebective differences, ſubmitted to the deciſion of 
we Arbitrators.— The reaſonableneſs of theſe two 
-ogitable conditions was ftrenouſly oppoſed by Mr. 
Williams. What might his private reaſons be for 
objefting againſt them, particularly againſt the 
ſecond, may be eaſily determined, without incurring 
the guilt of raſh judgement, from ſeveral authentic 
infruments already quoted in the ſeries of this Ap- 
deal. His oſtenſible reaſon for his non- admiſſion of 
the above conditions, was, however, no better than 
this; that they were altogether unuecgſſary. Obſtinate- 
'» reſolved to adhere to his firſt determination, he 
protrafted the execution of the Bonds till the evening 
f the laſt day, ſtipulated in the Lancaſter Agree- 
ment, He then figned a common Bond of Arbitra- 
don without the inſertion of any eſpecial clauſe, and 
Mr. Harris and the Truſtees ſigned another of the 
ike import.—_The Bonds were immediately exchang- 
ed, and ſoon after delivered to the Gentlemen Ar- 
vitrators, 


It now depended on the Arbitrators to proceed 
without delay to the determination of the buſineſs 
committed to their deciſion, and on this deciſion 
depended the immediate reſtoration of peace. The 
extent and nature of that buſineſs were very diſtinctly 
ſpecifed in the Lancaſter Agreement; and had the 
Arbitrators confined themſelves to the literal tenour 


ef that Agreement, purſuant to which they had once | 


conſented to undertake the determination of the 


buſineſs, they would have rendered effential ſervice 
K 6 to 
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to Religion, by re-eſtablithing peace aud conch, ! 
a permanent baſis: but unfortunately the prost 
of the Arbitration ſplit on this rock, aud 11 Dyed 
abortive and of no effect. i 

The attentive Reader muſt have obſerved ir is 
courſe of this Appeal, that cvery other mode of 4. 
bitration, ſave that of Preſton, diſcuſſed in tlc \:; 
Section, had hitherto been fruſtrated, almoſt as {c5:; 
as adopted by the Parties. Even that of Pilla, 
being ſo materially defective, had only ſerved e! 
create freſh diſſenſions, and embroil the Parties mer: 
than ever. He mult likewiſe have obſerved, th; 
the unſucceſsfulneſs of former References had ben 
artfully imputed to the innocent Party, This ur. 
promiſing retroſpective view, which ſeems to pre. 
ſage ſome fatal wafitne/s in that mode to accompli/: 
a laſting ſettlement, was again renewed by a {tubbcr 
concurrence of circumſtances of the like thwartin: 
nature. The Reſerence, now on foot, fared a (in 
lar fate: it was not only ſuperſeded, when lest es- 
pected, but the ſuppreſlion of it was imputed to the, 
who had contributed moit to forward the ex-cutcn 
of the Reference.—The imputation, however duct 
of every ſhadow of truth, was indufiriouſly ches 
lated in Town and County, and, as inclinaticn les, 
was credited by many, who were interelled in ©: 
propagation of the fable. | 

To check the progreſs of the injurious report, i 
injured Parties publiſhed, ſoon after, a printed vins!- 
cation of their conduct -upon that occaſion, whereia 
they laid before the Public a circumſtantial Rate 0! 
the miſrepreſented fact, with the collateral evidence 
of ſuch letters, as had been reciprocally written »/ 


5 


(1; 
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tue Parties on the ſubje.— The printed vindication, 
with a few marginal notes added to it, was as fol- 


bons: 

« WHEREAS, it has been malicioufly reported in 
* this Town and neighbourhood, that the Diſter— 
ences between the Rev. Meſlrs. Williams and Harris, 
and between the former and the Truitees of the Rn 
* Ck Ch—l in Liverpool, refered to the Arbitra- 
ment of James Orrell and Thomas Eccleſton, jun. 
*« Efquires, ſtill remain unſettled, in cenſeqnence 
of Mr. Harris and the Traitces deviating from 
the tenor of an Agreement entered into between 


* - 


* publiſh the following authentic papers, for the 
& © information of ſuch perſons as may have been miſ- 
led by ſuch falſe reports. 


Exact Copy of the LancasTEeR Agreement. 
„In the Common PLEeas at LANCASTER, &c. 
Look for the AGREEMENT in page 220, where the 
; ſame is inſerted at full length. 


| © In conſequence of this Agreement, the Parties 
entered into bonds on the zd. day of September, 
and the Arbitrators came to Liverpool, and met 
chem at the Fleece Inn, in Dale-ftreet, on the 
* 26th, of the ſame month, when, at the requeſt of 
the Arbitrators, Mr. James Williamſon, Attorney 
*at Law, who, in conjunction with Meſſrs. Sudell 
„ and Blackſtock, Attorneys tor Mr. Williams, had 
* drawn up the original Agreement at Lancaſter, 
explained to them the nature and purport of it: 
* pon! which, the Arbitrators expreſſing themſelves 
"tally ſatisfied with his explanation, and being de- 
ce firous 


the Parties; it is therefore judged neceſſary to. 
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*«« firous of prolonging the time limited by th+ - 
«© bitration-bonds, an Agreement for that Peres 
*© was drawn up by the mutual conſent of the Pag 
* and indorſed upon the bonds and figned, . 
„by the time was prolonged to the iſt. cf \ 


cc vember. 


«© But on the morning following, being the 25;: 
of September, Meflrs. Orrell and Eccleſton dec!:. 
* ed in the preſence of Meſſrs, Williams, Han 
«« Billinge, Clegg, and Sudell, that they would base 
*« nothing to do with the Arbitration, unleſs a . 
« clauſs was inſerted in the Bonds, to enable them 
* to aſcertain Mr, Clifton's claim to Mr. Harri: 
5 houſe, whole goods he had lately diftrained. Thi. 
s unexpected declaration appeared very ftrange ts 
Mr. Harris and one of the Truſtees, then preſen:, 
ce eſpecially as Mr. Orrell had declared the CG 
*« before, in the preſence of Mr. Eccleſton, tht 
© Parties, and Mr. Williamſon, before the Bens, 
ce were indorſed, that ſuch claims had no connexic! 
© whatever with the matter ſubmitted to them by 
*« ſaid Agreement (“). 


It is very remarkable, that this refuſal ofthe 
«« Arbitrators to undertake the Reference, puriuas: 
to the Agreement, was poſterior to ſome lette: 


10 C7 


(*) Mr. Orrell made this declaration immediately after Mr 
Williamſon had proved to the Atbitrators from the tenor 549 
purport of the Lancaſter Agreement, that Mr, Cliſton's aff ir was 
no part of the Reference, as the ſame did not concern af) © 
the temporal diſputes, either between Meſlrs. William 15 
Harris, or between the former and the Truſte?s, which were (8 
only diſpute; left to their deciſion by virtue of that Agreem-%: 
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er letters delivered to one of them by Mr, Wil- 
. 4 liams in the evening of the day on which the 
x „bonds were indorſed. This declaration of the Ar- 
„ irrators ſuſpended the proſecution of the buſineſs, 
„and occaſioned the following letterg—viz, 

Copy of a Letter from Mr. Harris to Thomas 
Eccleſton Jun. Eſꝗq; 

« ear Sir. 

« You know the ſtate of ſuſpenſe, in which 
matters were left on Friday laſt, concerning the 
"i inſertion of a foreign clauſe in the Arhbitration- 
bonds. I have now obtained every neceſlary in- 


formation on that head: in conſeqence of which 
** 


| am under the neceſſity of refering you for 
10 2 final anſwer, to the general ſenſe of my friends, 
11, p' expreſſed in the 'Truſtees Letter to you, ſigned by 
15 Ar. Billinge (5). I am, 
the : Pear Sir, 
n's With unfeigned reſpect, 
10" « Your moſt obedient humble Servant, 
tne © RayMunD HARRIS“. 
'f Liverpool Sept. zoth, 1782”. 
the Copy 
ter | It has been obſerved before, that none but Mr. Clifton 
«(7 ee Gentlemen, who had replevied Mr, Harris's goods, had 
d interfere in compromiſing the affair of the Replevy. 
on this account, that when the Arbitrators declared, that 
Mr ey would have nothing to do with the Arbitration, unleſs a 


F Clauſe was inferted in the bonds, to enable them to aſcertain 
Fr. Clifton's claim to Mr. Harris's houſe“, it was agreed, that 
«u His ſhould conſult his friend or friends upon the ſubjeQ, 
bing no right whatever to conſent to the inſertion of the 
Fe, and that Mr. Williams ſhould alſo write to Mr. 


* 
* o 


=--© 17 know his determination on that point, 
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Copy of a Letter from Mr. Henry Billinge », 
Thomas Eccleſton and James Orrel E1quires Direfte 
to Thomas Eccleſton Eſq 

„Gentlemen, 


« As you declared on Friday the 27th Ig. 
* when at the Fleece, that you would not ent 
upon the Arbitration, as the Bonds now te 
(which you both had conſented to prior to th 
* day) between Meſſrs Williams and Harris, 4 
** to their temporal matters; as allo between M. 
«« Williams and the Truſtees in behalf of the Ces. 
*« gregation of the Chapel in Edmund-ttreet, Lt 
*« verpool, refpeQing their, his, or any cf thei 
** temporal property and claims in and to the a 
Chapel, unleſs it was agreed, that new Bon: 
«« ſhould be made, and that the Afﬀair of Thom: 
Clifton Eſq; putting Bailiffs into Mr, Harri“ 
*© houſe, ſhould alſo be left to your determination 
as none of the Truſtees were then preſent, when 
« you made that declaration, except myſelf; | ha 
*« ſince made it known, not only to them, but to mar, 
of the Congregation, under whoſe protect" 
« Mr. Harris (as a defendant in that cauſe “ 
ce now is, by whoſe advice and direction I am auth0- 
c rized to acquaint you,—that, as that Affair d 
„neither inſerted, nor intended to have becn k. 
ce ſerted, in the Agreement between the Parte 
« made at Lancaſter, nor in the Bonds hace entered 
into, and as it is not a temporal matter of dilput?, 


« between either Mr. Harris, Mr. Williams, * 
cc eithe! 


) The Cauſe, in which Mr. Harris is here ſaid to B= 
been a Def Was the Capſe of the REPLEYY» 
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« either of them and the Congrepation, it is there- 
« fore not only deemed unneceflary to come before 
« you, but at the ſame time thought that you have 
« no juſt right or pretenſions to demand it. 


« If you will be ſo obliging, as to enter upon 
« the Arbitrament, conformable to the Bonds 
« for that purpoſe, you will thereby oblige many ; 
*« otherwiſe ſuch Gentlemen mult be ſought for, 
«who will undertake the determination of the 
differences, as ſpecified in the Agreement made 
at Lancaſter, and the Bonds ſince entered into 
« by the Parties, in conſequence of it (5). 


* I cannot conclude this letter without reminding 
«you, that the preſent Bonds were prolonged one 
e month at your requeſt, and that the true ſenſe 
of the Agreement, made at Lancalter, was previ- 
| © ouſly explained to you by the Attorney, which, 
'* at that time, you made no objection to. 

J am, for Truſtees and ſelf, 
« Gentlemen, 


“ Your moſt obedient Servant, 
« HENRY BILLIN GI“. 


Liverpool September zoth, 1782. 
Copy 


) This paſſage alone, independently on the above fac, muſt 
Cine every perſon, who is open to conviction, that neither 
Mr, Harris nor the "Truſtees deviated in any reſpeft from the 
| ©39Ur of the Lancaſter Agreement; far from any ruch pretended 
deviation, they earneſtly requeſted of the Arvitra:crs in this 
letter, they would be ſo-cbliging 43 85 undertake the Reference 
Purlaant to the tenour of that Agtzement. 


Copy of Mr. Eccleſton's Anfwer to Mr. Har. 


% Dear Sir. 
J have this day received your letter of Ve 
« and I ſhall be obliged to you to deliver the 
« cloled, with my compliments, to Mr, Billige 
« in which I have mentioned, that, as the end 
«« T propoſed are not complied with, I canndt ak 
© of entering upon the Arbitration. I ho! pe matter 
« will be determined to the entire fatis{ition « 


« all parties, and believe me, 


With ſincere regard, 
© Your obedient humble Servant. 


* Thomas Ecerrsros 
5 Scariſbrick, 1ſt. October, 1582”. 


Copy of Mr. Eccleſton's Anſwer to Mr. Billing 
9 Fir. 

5 have this inſtant, one o'clock, received cn 
«letter of yeſterday, and I muſt now repeat, that 
I cannot think of entering upon the Arvitratich, 
© as from the ſenſe of the Truſtees and of many ct 
the Congregation you have informed me 7 
© terms, I propoſed, cannot be S 6 with, | 
beg my compliments to the Gentlemen I has it. 
e pleaſure of meeting on Thurſday laſt, and I an, 

cc Sir, 
* Your obedient humble Servant 
«© THOMAS ECCLESTON (Ft) + 


5e Scarifbrick, 1|, October, 1582” 


(+) In the printed VI DIe AT Tov, whoſe tranſcript * 
give, the following N. B. was ſubjoined to FIR jetter: „ Piesſe 
&« to obſerve, that the terms which could not be complied wg 
« were not the terms inſerted in the Agreement at Lancaft!, 
& but ſuch only as Mr. Ecclefton propoſed, foreign to ta: 
« Agreement”. 
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Copy of a letter from Mr. Henry Billinge to the 
Rev, Mr. Williams, 

© Reverend Sir. 

«The Truſtees having ſignified to Thomas Ec- 
« cleſton and James Orrell, Eſquires, by letter to 
them the zoth ult. that the affair of Thomas Clif- 
ton, Eſq; putting bailiffs into Mr. Harris's houſe, 
ns foreign to the diſputes between you and Mr. 
| © Harris, or between you and the Truſtees, and not 
mentioned in either of the Bonds thoſe Gentle. 
: men had accepted to arbitrate upon; and that they 
had conſulted many of Mr. Harris's friends, who 
Huld not adviſe the admitting any new matter 
being added to the Bonds, till the points ſpecified 
uin the Agreement made at Lancaſter, and ex- 
| plained to them, were ſettled; in conſequence of 
| © which they have this day received a letter from 
Thomas Eccleſton, Eſq; direded to Henry Bil- 
lige, dated the firſt inſtant, wherein he declines 
© © having any more to do with the Arbitration. 


* It is thought needful to acquaint you therewith, 
and to defire your concurrence in fixing on ſome 
other Gentlemen, who may accept of that trouble 


aon the grounds of the Agreement made as 
above (“). 


« ] am, for Truſtees and ſelf, 
Sir, 
«© Your moſt humble Servant, 


« Hengy BILLIIN CE.“ 
Therpool, October 2d. 1732.” 


) Here again we haye another convincing proof, that the 
| Differences not being adjuſted by the above Reference, was not 
07g to the Truftees deviating from the tenor of the Lancaſter 

88 Agreement. 


A * 
4 ” 1 x -- K. 
2 4 4 . 2 - 2 — » ke 1 
4 2 o 1 — , _—_— 1 — W * 1— . 
N — — * — _ - 4, 1 8 
= — wy 
= l , * — . 3 — | Sf : 
— o * —- — * i- 
22723 — — ———— — — — 


0 Go — 


— — 
" 


= - a — 
— - E @ 
—_ N py - 4 2 * of 
* L _ * * 
— * - g hy p. — 
r 
2 = -—- pt a - — an 
2 + . — * * N 
21 933 - >. id. - 


＋ 


: 
: 
1 * 
5 
"Lv 
* * 
4 
» 4 l 
w ? 
1 . 
in 
- "F + 
4 1 
$ 
4 


” 

Ru 
2 5 
—— — 

8 1 Aud 
63 
— 5 


— 
. - * 
— 
4 * 2 
* 
.* 


234 Au. AFP-RAL 


Copy of Mr. Eccleſton's Anfwer to Mr. II 
«© Dear Sir. 

J have this day received your letter of yellerd;: 
„ and I ſhall be obliged to you to deliver the tn 
« cloſed, with my compliments, to Mr, Billing, 
e in which I have mentioned, that, as the tr 
«« ] propoſed are not complied with, I canndt think 
of entering upon the Arbitration. I hope matte 
cc will be determined to the entire Catisfadiion d F 


« all parties, and believe me, 


A * 
artis, 


J 


With ſincere regard, 
© Your obedient humble Servant. 
« Thomas Ecersros“. 
« Scariſbrick, 1ſt. October, 1582”. 
Copy of Mr. Eccleſton's Anſwer to Mr. Billing, 
Sir. 

6 have this inſtant, one o' clock, received your 
« letter of yeſterday, and I muſt now repent, tat 
J cannot think of entering upon the Arvitraticn, 
* as from the ſenſe of the Truſtees and of many c 
the Congregation you have informed me wr 
« terms, I propoſed, cannot be complied with. | 
„beg my compliments to the Gentlemen I has de 
<« pleaſure of meeting on Thurſday laſt, and J an, 

ce Sir, 
% Your obedient humble Servant 
«© Tyomas ECCLESTON ()“ 


re Scariſbrick, if, October, 1782” 


(T) In the printed Vixvication, whoſe tranſcript de 
give, the following N. B. was ſubjoined to this letter: 6 Piecſe 
ce to ' obſerve, that the terms which could not be complied wit 
« were rot the terms inſerted in the Agreement at Lance 


& but ſuch only az Mr. Eccleſton propoſed, foreign © oſt 
« Agreement. 
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Copy of a letter from Mr. Henry Billinge to the 
| Nev, Mr. Williams. 

| © Reverend Sir. 

„The Truſtees having ſignified to Thomas Ec- 
E « cleſton and James Orrell, Eſquires, by letter to 
mem the 3oth ult. that the affair of Thomas Clif- 
ion, Eſq; putting bailiffs into Mr. Harris's houſe, 
| © was foreign to the diſputes between you and Mr. 
Harris, or between you and the Truſtees, and not 
mentioned in either of the Bonds thoſe Gentle. 
men had accepted to arbitrate upon; and that they 
had conſulted many of Mr. Harris's friends, who 
would not adviſe the admitting any new matter 
being added to the Bonds, till the points ſpecified 
in the Agreement made at Lancaſter, and ex- 
plained to them, were ſettled; in conſequence of 
$ © which they have this day received a letter from 
| © Thomas Eccleſton, Eſq; directed to Henry Bil- 
lage, dated the firſt inſtant, wherein he declines 
| © having any more to do with the Arbitration. 


It is thought needful to acquaint you therewith, 
and to deſire your concurrence in fixing on ſome 
other Gentlemen, who may accept of that trouble 


on the grounds of the Agreement made as 
| abore ('). 


« am, for Truſtees and ſelf, 
«© Sir, 
„ Your moſt humble Servant, 


« Hengy BILLINGE.?”? 
bs * 
Liverpool, October zd. 1732.” 


(*) Here again we have another convincing proof, that the 
Differences not being adjuſted by the above Reference, was not 
oWny to the Truftees deviating from the tenor of the Lancaſter 

= is Agreemeat. 
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Copy of Mr. Williams's Anſwer to Mr, Billinge. 


% ir. 
«« I received your note, which ſurpriſed me got: 
„little, as I underſtood at BAR NERN“s (1), that al 
matters of difference were left to the determinaticn 
«© of the Arbitraturs, As things ſtand, I know vg 
„what to ſay, and, as I do not pretend to any ore 
«© knowledge of the Law, I muſt own that 1 an ig 
«*« norant how to proceed in the affair, and therefet 
„ beg leave to recommend a conference between 
«« Meſlrs. Clegg and Sudell, who are better verſed nn 
e theſe matters. I am, 

| 7 Sir, 

« Your very humble Servant, 
6 Jos. WILIA. 
«© Friday Noon.“ 
Copy of Mr. Billinge's Anſwer to the above. 
«« Reverend Sir. 

« At half paſt one o'clock to day I received your, 
*© dated Friday Noon, in which you fey, © 5: 
te received my note, which ſurpriſed you not a lite, 
«© as you underſtood at BAN NERR's that all matters 0! 
re difference were left to the determination of 1! 
« Arbitrators.” . And in the concluſion you {, 
<< | beg leave to recommend a conference bene" 
«« Meſlrs. Clegg and Sudell, who are better vers 
ein theſe matters.“ 


4% hart 


Agreement. The preſſing invitation here given to Mu. bn 
to concur with them in fixing on ſome other Gentlemen Ne 
might be willing to accept of that trouble on the grounds 0! ® 
Agreement, plainly evinces their inviolable attachmen: to it. 

($) At the GoLpex-Fiegce Inn, kept by Mr. 1 
Banner, where the Arbitrators and the Parties had met ts“ 
the 27th. of September. 
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„have made the contents of yours known to the 
| .c Truſtees, who are not averſe to the conference 
you propoſe, and I can vouch for Mr. Harris, 
that he will alſo concur, though, by the bye, I am 
E «inclined to believe, it will anſwer no other end, 
| «than gratifying your requeſt, Mr. Clegg cannot 
| © at preſent be found: this is therefore to defire you 
| © will give directions to Mr. Sudell to fix the time 
and place for his meeting Mr. Clegg, when the 
parties (at leaſt, thoſe who were preſent at Bar- 
E « v£r%, when the Arbitrators made their declarati- 
Eon to us on Friday morning laſt ) will attend 
„them. 


] cannot conclude this letter without making 
| © ſome little remarks on what you are pleaſed to 
| expreſs of“ being not a little ſurpriſcd at &c.“ 
| © you, moſt certainly, cannot be ignorant, that it 
| © was finally concluded on at the FLeecs, that Mr. 
Harris ſhould conſult his friend or friends, before 
it could be conſented, that all matters of difference 
| © ſhould be left to the determination of the Arbi- 
| 'f trators : at the ſame time, you were laid under an 
iajunction of writing to Thomas Clifton, - Eſq; for 

that purpoſe (). How then can you, without 
* forgetting yourſelf, expreſs ſuch a ſurpriſe? 


** Be pleaſed to favour me with a line, to inform 

me, if the above mode be agrceable to you or 
«c 

not, 


% Mr. Williams was not only laid under an injunction of 
wing, but promiſed to write immediately, to Mr. Clifton 
on the ſubject. From the contents of his Letter to Mr. Billinge, 
it plainly appears he never did. 
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5 not, and oblige, Sir, who wiſhes to be as ſricn ge. 3 
with you as any other perſon in Town, | 2 
© Your moſt humble Servant, | 
«© For Truſtees and Self, 
« Henmgy BILLINCE“. 
« Friday, 5 o'clock, 4th, October, 1782”, 

If I am wrong in any particular herein, 91 

will oblige me by conviction (5). | 


Copy of a Letter from Mr. James Clegg to Me: 
Sudell and Blackſtock, Attorneys at Law. 


Gentlemen, 


J have been acquainted with the correſpondence, 
which has paited between Mr. Billinge, on behalt 
ce of the Truſtees of the R — 
8 I, and Mr. Eccleſton and Mr. Wi. 
«<< hams, by which 1 find Mr. Eccleſton decline: 
ce the Arbitration, agreeable to the terms fixed on 
at Lancaſter ; and Mr. Williams purpoſes a cor. 
e ference between Mr. Sudell and myſelf, —I ſhall 
«« be very glad to meet Mr. Sudell at any time anc 
*« place he will appoint, and ſhall think myſe! 
„happy, if, by our interpoſition, the differences 

* can 


(S$) Tur above was never anſwered, was a N. F. annere 
to this letter in the printed VinpicaTiIon. Whence we may 
juſtly conclude, that Mr. Williams had no deſire of ſeeing tht 
Difterences terminated puriuant to the tenour and meaning di 
the Lancaſter Agreement, ſince he even refuſed to forward the 
Conference he had himſelf propoſed between the two Proteiſional 


from him not giving directions to Meſſrs Sudell and Blackſtoc: 
for anfwermg the ſubſequent letter from Mr. Clegg, where!" 
the ſame mode of ſettlement, purſuant to the Lancaſter Agtcemeg 
was again propoſed in very explicit terms, 
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can be brought to concluſion, agreeable to the 
terms agreed on at Lancaſter, 


«I am, Gentlemen, 
« Your molt obedient Servant, 


« JaMEs CLEGG?”” 
„ Hanover-ſtreet, 5th, October, 1792“. 


« Since this letter was ſent to Meſlrs Sudell and 
„ hlackſtock, no anſwer has been given to it, 
„although Mr. Sudell repeatedly promiſed Henry 
, Lillinge he would ſee Mr. Clegg, &c, on the 
eccaſton. 

IN. B. On the 28th, of October laſt, the 
„ berd. Mr. M Donald, being in company with 
three of the Truſtees, declared, that, if Mr. 
Clifton's affair was objected to at Lancaſter, 
previous to the Agreement entered into between 
ide Parties (which he then read), the Arbitrators 
were wrong in not undertaking the buſineſs, 
purſuant to the Agreement: bat being unwilling 
to believe, that ſuch clauſe was objected to, he 
as refered by the ſaid Truſtees to a Gentleman 
* at Wigan, who was not only preſent at Lancaſter, 
hen the ſaid Clauſe was objected to, but took a 
very active part in bringing matters to an amicable 
{© fettlemet (+). Since which time the above 
Gentleman writes thus to one of the Truſtees, 
November 13th, 1782 ——— The Revd, 
| « Mr, 


* 


the Ccntleman here alluded to, was Mr. Thomas Doncaſter 
Vin, whoſe friendly and diſintereſted interference, when 
adler, has been particularly noticed in the precedent 
n. The Rev. Mr. M- Donald was then a Domeſtic Chaplain 


Fraud Standiſh of Standiſh Etq : 


TY * 
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«« Mr. M<Donald was with me ſoon aftcr le r 
from Liverpool: I told him, Mr Clif, 
«© vas objected to being put in the Bonds, 4 
% Harris's friends at Lancaſter ; on which he 77 
6 ſatisfied, 

« From the tenor of the above Declaration: 
“ Papers, it is ſubmitted to the judgement cf 
* candid and impartial Readers, whether the cn. 


cc duct of Mr. Harris and the Truſtees ha. 
«« proſsly miſrepreſented. 


The above facts, ſo far as the ſame reli +» 
ce us reſpectively, are true. 


e RaymMunyd Harais. 

« James CLEGG, 

« JaMEs WILLIAMS: 
© RonekT BTIVUN DEI 


| % Joun Kaye. 
The then Truſtees, 4 c CHRIS. BUuTI.ER. 


. ANDREW Rosso. 


4 HENRY BIILIIN CSI“ 


Liverpool, November 15, 1782.” 


This artleſs relation of certain facts, unfurniſte: 
with any perſonal invectives, and ſupported by the 
unqueſtionable evidence of authentic papers, nec 
no additional comments to convince an unprejudicec 
Reader, that the unfortunate event of the intencts 
Arbitration, originated from a very different ſour, 
than the imputed deviation of Mr. Harris and td. 
Truſtecs from the tenour of the Lancaſter Agreem®s! 
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4 . 4 . xy * Jy: . : 
the above tranſcript of the printed Vindication, 


1 


«hich was never contradicted, the Reader may 
1:70 obſerved a collateral line aftixed to the names 
of the five laſt Gentlemen, who ſigned it, as Tye 
ben Truftees, viz. at the time when the facts had 
12ppened, which are there flated. Unintereſting 
45 this circumſtance may appear, it has this eſſential 
meaning, that on the 15th. of November, 1782, 
when the printed VirpicaTion made its appear- 
ace, Mr. Robert Blundell was not one of the 'I'ruſ- 
tees. The cauſe of that Gentleman's reſignation, 
gil the election of his Succeſſor by the reſt of the 
Truſtees, conformably to the ſecond Article cf. the 
RzculLaTioNns of the Chapel, inſerted in page 144, 
are expreſſed in the Poftcript of a letter from the 
iruflces to the Biſhop, dated Octdber 21, 1782, in 
tae following words: —“ As Robert Blandell, Eſq; 
was obliged to be out of Town for a conſiderable 
time, and expreſſed a deſire, the day before he ſet 
off, that ſome other perſon ſhould ſucceed him, as 
the times ſeemed to require a more than ordinary 
** exertion of all the Truſtees; Mr. Robert Law- 
** rence was, accordingly, on the 16th. Inſtant, elected 

a Truitee and Preſident in his place.“ 

: can be no wonder, that the complexion of the 
nes mould require the united exertions of the Con- 
tuttonal Officers in compliance with their duty, 
en almoſt every object around them bore an ini- 
mica] alpect, and the Demon of diſcord ſeemed deter- 
4.4 to counterat every meaſure of reconciliation 
Their generous acquieſcence in the 


TA £Þ « * 
Pes. 
! 


14ty meaſures that ſuperſeded the malicious Suit, 


1 


+ 


the expectations of ſome, and their minds, 
L. exaſperated 


ATCTTEAL 


exaſperated by the mortifying diſappointment, 
bent on vindictive męeaſures.— The Reference, hic 
they had fo much laboured to accompliſh, and on 
they had built all their hopes of immediate 


peace, had proved fruitleſs and of no cle, 


with Writs) „ than to place them in 
*© poiture, give Mr. Williams and his 


great diſſatisfaction of every well-wiſher to the 
tereſts of Religion. —The Biſhop's flattering aſſur. 
ances, previous to the proſecution commenced by 
Mr. Williams, that the term was not wery dill ” 
ben matters would once mere be ſettled in an ac 
manner, had only ſerved to amuſe their credulny 
confidence: and his earncft reg 
eb/tain from whatever might have the lea ſi len dn. 
io inflame the minds of any perſen what, 
no other viſible tendency in fat” (as they vor; 
juſtly obſerved to his Lordihip in a letter of the 212; 
of June, 1782, ſome time after they had been £:: 


Hat th TR 


had h. 


? ” 
defence. 


Cc 


Conte. 


«« every unfair advantage over them, aud ſuffer i] 


„ to uſe with unlimited impunity every cf 


* * 
7 £ 


«« means, that malice and refentment could to 
c to retard that happy reconciliation they had e. 
«& laboured to effect.“ 


Perplexed with ſo many difficulties, and 
to forfeit the confidence 


determined not 
Conſtituents by an indecent ſurrender of thcir } 
rogative, they reloived to try the coercive meaty! 
of the Law, and aſſert, by a Suit in Equity, 

Juſtice of their Original claims an- 

Conſtituents; and as their Chara | 
conduct had been traduced with uncommon He 


— DS — — h 


«1 


24 * 
7 Nn » 
IRCWALC 


and unrelented acrimony, they 


— 24 —— —— 
* —— — ̃ — 


To ThE PUBLIC. 


2 


43 
dublim a Circumſtantial Narrative of the Riſe 
7 Progreſs of the Differences, and ſubmit the 
it of their proceedings to the impartial judgement 
the Public. 
Theſe Reſolutions were tempered by the directions 
-:dence ; and, in order to remove every d:!ho- 
arable ſuſpicion of an unfair or diſingenuous 
duct, they forbore the execution of their intended 
meaſures, till they had tried, once more, what a 
"op ap] lication to the Biſhop, ee, him 
their intentions, would produce. Accordingly, 
a Letter of the 21ſt, of October 171 they not 
'y repr be to his Lordſhip the great neceſſity 
ine means being ſpeedily taten 10 put an end to 
D bee, that had jo long diſgraced their Religion 
bat, aſter ſoliciting his concurence, in the moit 
;r6/ing terms, to effect a friendly termination of 
ne differences, they informed him, that, unleſs 
„ ferih with all ſpeed, they would immediately 
ior legal redreſs, in ſupport of their rights 
tiole of their Conſtituents, and would alfo 
an Appeal to the judgement of the Public 
{tors Kc. in vindication of their ewn characters, 
juf port ef izured innocence. 


ne prezing ſcile of this Letter made a very deep 
"re:uon on the N mind, who, as appears 
we following reply, and two ſubſequent letters 


ame ſubject, inifeon cived the deſign of the 


-vpy of the Biſhop's Anſwer to the Truſtees. 
+£4.15 Lawrence, Kaye, Butler, Roſſon, Billinge. 


Gentlemen, 

111 1 : A © - = 
An A. ean ſay hy this 8 day — poſt IS, taat, In 
upllance with Vour I equeſt, vou may depend 
13 ee upon 
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© upon my molt effectual endeavours to bring al, 
«« a perfect and laſting reconciliation of | 

* without making uſe of your intended meth, 
« viz. the Law. You will hear further from me 
in a few days, notwithſtanding you threaten : 
«© publiſh my letters and cenſure my proceeuir 
„ in print, than which a greater inſult never wa: 
«« believe, offered to Eccleſiaſtical powers. Sus 
* a ſtep will prove an unſurmountable bar to; 
views, and inſtead of vindicating, will accumulz:: 
*« diſgrace upon your characters. It belongs to 
«« Apoſtolic See to arraign my conduct, The: 
«© Tribunal is ever open to receive the compla: 
« of inferior Eccleſiaſtics. From that Mr. Harri: 
e if injured by me, is to ſeek redreſs: you wi! 
«© not forget your duty ſo far as to uſurp its ja. 
© friſdiction. 


J remain, 


* 


Gentlemen, 
«© Your very obedient humble Servant 
« M. GID so 
«« Headlam 28th, October, 1782” 


The ſmall interval between this and two ct. 
letters from his Lordſhip on the ſame ſubject, =! 
the ſimilarity of their contents, engage us tO 7 1 
our remarks to the end of the laſt: when the Rea! 
has peruſed them both, he will then be en- Died 
to judge. —The above was immediately followed 9 
a menacing letter to Mr. Harris, which is here 
inſerted as being next in order. 


( A” 
+ 


inform you, that, 


eee. 
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of a Letter from the very Rev. Mr, Gibſon 
to Mr. 


| Harris. 

Sir. 
«| have received a letter from the Truſtees of the 
Catholic Chapel in Liverpool, conveying an infult 


ſcarcely to be parallelled in the Annals of Church 
Hiftory. In conſequence of it J think proper to 


if in their intended Appeal to the 


« Public there appears one eta tending to cenſure the 


conduct of your Eccleſiaſtical Superiors towards you; 


it they print either my letters, or thoſe of any per- 
ſon acting officially under me without the e xprels and 


ritten Lang of the Author, I ſhall finally diſmiſs 


you from this Diſtrict, and take care, that you are 


? 


not employed in any other cf this INGO, 
„ I moreover forbid you, under pain 


: D/winis, to be incurred ipſo facto, 


ſuſpenſion 
to lay M—1; 


in e or within twenty miles of the ſaid 


— 


Town, after the firſt day of December next, if all 
diſputes relative to Temporal matters bee you 
aid Meſirs. Clifton and Williams, are not ſettled 
by that time. 
J am yours &c. 
« M. Giso.“ 
Headlam, 29th. October, 1782. 
P. S. Acknowledge the receipt of this.“ 
* of Mr. Harris's Anſwer to the Biſhop. 
y Lord, 


. ” os 7 PRs 5; * a es = he oe ! 
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e ſhip's letter, joined to a few neceſſiry ſteps I 1 
*« obliged to take, before I could anſwer the conte 
*« prevented it.— Indeed, I am not quite reco: 
*« yet from my ſurprize.— I find, I muſt . 
% incur your Lordſhip's diſpleaſure, as ve! 
% perſonal diigrace, becauſe J can no lone: 
„the publication of papers, which would 
made their appearance long ago, had I not ex: 
my utmoſt efforts to prevent it,—No, mv ] 
« jt is not in my power to alter the det 

« judgernent of perſons of eſtabliſhed char: 
©© who beſet on every ſide with taunts and dat! 
«« ſults, are come, at laſt, to a determined r 

«© of vindicating their injured reputation, by ſt. 
their whole conduct in the preſent unhay; 


te troverſy in its proper light. All my res 
« ſtrances to the contrary are no A r of 


„ weight, —Yet, if, after all, I mult be pun 
©« not impeding what I cannot prevent, I fi: 116 
e ly ſubmit. 


% What I ſay concerning the Publicatio: 
«© papers, is equally applicable to Mr. CI. 
« affair. This, properly ſpeaking, is no 
% wine: it is entirely at the option of tio G 
« tlemen,' who replevied the goods, to fette! 
c matter with Mr. Clifton: I am quite cu: 

«« queſtion in the caſe. I have ſolicited tem 22 - 
«© moſt preſſing manner, ſince the receipt 0: 
« Lordſhip's laſt, to compromiſe the matter v, 
« a Suit; but, I am ſorry to ſay, I have 05 76 
«« to flatter myſelf with any hopes of ſacccls.. 
« difference with Mr. Williams may eaſily 52 © 
© in an amicable manner, and upon this fe. 
«« ground I am ready to meet him, 


Thus far had 1: Arges in my letter, Wh. 
«was àgreeably ſurpriſed with th | 
c« ene laſt to the Traber wherein 
0 Pl reſs a deſire of meeting t 
* and terminating the differences to the ſatisfaction 
"of f all ſides. - Vour Lordſhip's conde cending pro- 

poſal has greatly mitigated the minds of ſome peo— 
«ple in this Town; and as there is now every 7 
e pect of a ſpeedy and final reconciliation T truſt, 
may defer the determination of all diſſe A to 
„that happy period; willing, however, to be par- 
* ticularly informed, whether, in caſe the diſputes 
* are not ſettled by. the firſt of December next, I am 
** to1ncur that ſuſpenſion, with which your Lordſhip 
** has thought proper to threaten me in your laſt.— 


* 


T 


16 > Yal ties 4 * Preſton, 


* 


* 


© Mean while J remain, 
„My Lord, 
„% Your Lordſhip's moſt obedient and moſt humble 
Servant, 
RAVYIIUN D HARRIS. 
Liverpool, November 7, 1782.“ 


„ 41 38 1 4 3 
Copy of the Biſnop's Second Anſwer to the Truſtees. 
Meuts. Lawrence, Kaye, Butler, Roſſon, Billinge. 
«© Gentlemen, 
Prom the peruſal of the letters incloſed in yo! 
+ 4\ 743 LG Þ*< ruiai 0 tne etters Inc. -. in „Our 
flavour of the 21ſt. October, it appears evident to 
me taat an end may be effectually put to this in- 
tznous diſpute about Tempbrals, if Mr. Harris 
A } > 
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e need not expatiate upon them. You are too well, 
*© I hope, acquainted with your duty to nced any 
further explanation. Neither have I leiſure, in. 
finite other concerns preſſing upon me, and . 
«*« quiring my attention, too much of which I have 4 
* ready dedicated to one _ Too much pains ha | 

J taken to ſatisfy thoſe, who have no Ste right to 
„ jnterfere betwixt me and meg Ecclefiaiſtics, th in 
4] have to interfere betwixt them and their Servarte, 
Met my endeavours to bring conviction to m: 

c who had no claim, are to de requited in a manner, 
*« which common decency would bluſh to mention. 

« I truſt it is ſufficient to requeſt, that you will ng: 
« permit yourlelves to be ſo far miſguided by vour 
« paſſions as to take ſuch an unjuſtifiable ftep. 
you do, you are either ill taught by your euer, 
* or he has not a due influence over you, 


« If this affair of Temporals could be once fetticc 
«« mean chiefly as do the paſt, 1 flatter myſelt 1 
*« plan of Regulations might be concerted, «h 
„ would prove the baſis of a laſting peace, and ti; 
Liverpool would once more ſee golden fot 
«© That the Heterodox would be more edifed to ic: 
* the Diſciples of a crucified God, the fallower Ut 
«© the meek and humble Saviour of Mankin 1, live in 
* mutual harmony and concord, than they have be. 


„ ſcandalized by late diſſenſions. 


J ſhall give the moſt mature attention to y0%! 
« Regulations, and make no doubt, but a 55 nem 
be agreed upon not unpleaſing to either 14% 1 


„% the God of peace may not permit you to 5 +7 


1 


duced by the ſpirit cf diſſendon and diſcard, bus 


CS 49 


8 * ® 
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. - , : 1 * . 4 Py. 4 7 * - 3 
©. maV inſpire YOu Win Ientiiments ©: love and CO 


cord, is the prayer of, 


1. 


68 flantgt "My 
<TCNTICTMNON 


is 
« Your very humble Servant, 


% M. GrBSON.* 
Headlam, zoth. October, 1782.“ 


— 
- 


«P,S. To convince you of the ſincerity of my 
„ wäſhes to ſee peace and harmony re-eſtabliſhed, I 
* am willing to meet any of you, authoricd to act in 
the name of the Congregation, at Preſton. Pro- 
„ bably half an hour's converſation will effect more 
chan a thouſand letters. Let me know, as ſoon 
das you can, your inclination n this head, and I 
will fx the day as ſoon as my circumſtances will 
permit. By this, or the next polt, I ſhall ſignify 
my intention to Mr. Emmott, that, if agreeable, 
ſome or other may appear empowered to act on 
behalf of Mr. Clifton, &c. If che diſpute betwixt 
lr. Clifton and Mr. Harris cannot be ſettled be- 
tore the iſt. of December, it will be in my breaſt to 
* prolong the term. But all private motives ſhould 
* be ſacrificed to the public good, 

Here, purſuant to our promiſe, we beg leave to 
preſent the Reader a few neceſſary obſervations on 
lome of the moſt material paſſages of the foregoing 
letters. The following are the molt obvious. 

1. The letter from the 'Uruſtees, ſays the Biſhop 
in that to Mr. Harris, conveyed an inſult ſcarcely 
ts be parallelled in the Annals of Church Hiſtory. In 
what this unparallelled inſult conſiſted, is declared 
by his Lordſhip in his firſt reply to the Truſtees : 
VIZ. they threatened to publiſh his letters and cenſure 
his preceedings in print. To deter them from purſuing 
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that meaſure, he informed them, that it 4. 
to the Apoſtolic See to arraign his conduct; 
they would not forget their duty fo far as 
' zts "ark, uae grounds 97 this odlon 


— - 


| to this Appeal. There we declared, that 
' efrted, and afſerted without roof, that 

was intended to make the Public doiiiymine tho will 

and juſtice af Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures, There . 
declared, that as there is a partition-wall beta, 
civil and religious rights, our narrative would e 
circumſcribed by the former, and nothing guru 
attempted beyond that. The Truſtees in their (tte 
to the Biſhop expreſſed no other reaſon for publii:'r 
the Appeal but the vindication of their own e 
and the ſupport of injured innocence : they ne! 
offered to uſurp the juriſdiction of the Apoſitiic 5 
they never preſumed to arraizn his Lordjpip's c 
in his ſpiritual line of acting. The advance. 
of the preſent Appeal, free from the moſt diy 
croachment on the rights of the Sanctu ary, is the 
voucher for the orthodoxy of their ſentin 
intentions on this head, and the belt ae 11 or tue 
imputed charge. The pretended inſult, cherche, 
offercd to Eccleaſtical Powers, and ſcarcely t 
parallelled in the Anzals of Church Hiſtory, Vii 
evidently founded on a groſs miſconception of 
publiſhers deſign. This is very diſtinly delines! | 
in the 6th, and 7th, pages of the Preface, to was, 
we refer the Reader. 

2. But, if in the intended Appeal 10 the Piblic, 
ſays the Biſhop, ſpeaking of the Truſtecs, in 


letter to Mr, Harris, there appears one Ne 
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L cenſure the conduct * Your Eccli/ 


27 11 . 
74, ical „ 
CY 


FF 
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a : . Ie pp * * 1 7 Jy 
expreſs and written leu nf $454 Author, 1 fall finally 


ſs you ſrem this Dritt Ke. The diſtributive 
uſtice of this ſentence 15 beyond our e 


To expiate the real or 1m} puted guilt of a reputcd 
uniſhment of an innocent perſon, 


uriſprud ence, as an 


* * * * 
8 7 121 
criminal with the p 


dered, in human 1 


- 


Was never con 


act of perfect juſtice. Mr. Harris's anſwer to this 
clauſe in the Biſhop's letter, will enable the Reader 


to judge of the juſtice of the ſentence. Here it may 
not be improper to obſerve, that the prohibirion to 
letters. without the expreſs and written leave 
of the author, extended only to the Truſtees : it 
ſeems, at leait, that it did not extend to Mr. Arch. 
M' Donald, who, prier to the publication of this Ap- 
eal, publithed in print, without any vitvle puniſh- 
. ment, part of his Lordſhip's lettcr to the Rev, Mr. 
Bolas, and a whole letter to his Lordſhip written by 
Mr. Blundell of Ince. As both were publiſhed with 
impur.ity before the Appeal made its appearance, and 
the latter was even ſold by Mr. M' Donald to perſons 
f every deſcription, might not his liberty be deemed 
a ſuflicient ſanction, according to the natural rights 
of ſelf-defence, to juſtify the publication of others ? 


publiſh 


3. I morcever forbid you, continues the Biſhop 
in his letter Mr. Harris, ander pain of ſuſpenſion 
a Divinis © I diſputes relative to "TEMPORAL 

aud Mefjrs Clifton and Wil- 

firft day off December next. 
either reaſon or ſophiſtry 
ung of this moſt explicit, 
E deliberate, 


MarrERS 
liams are ut. 
It is not {r 

to invert the natura! 
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deliberate, and ſolemn injunction, evincing to e 
monſtration the Biſhop's immodictie into! 
temporal concerns : an interference, not more! 

to the Temporalities of Feclefaſtics, which 
before diſcluimed in imilolicy of hit ms} 
Predecefſor, but extending now with unlimiited 14, 
over thoſe of Secular perſons, concerned in 
Affair of the Replevy of Mr. Horris's Goods. 


4. It does not appear in his Lordſhip's 1-cond 
Reply to the Truſtees, what thoſe 2z:9#iwes of I 
moſt ⁊veighty nature might be, that /oudly col. 
Mr. Harris to ſubmit to the Arbitrators, coffin: 
at Lancaſter, the affair betwixt him and Mr. Cite, 
This declaration appears to us the more {ing ul 
as the Biſhap had been duly furniſhed by the Prusg 
in their letter of the 21ſt, of October, to Which 
made the above reply, with all the papers 111-7104 


. 


in that VIX DpICATION, which we have te-pub lit 
in the former part of this Section, page 229, 

As the Biſhop declares, chat he had; 
papers, it is not ealy to determine what could indue 
his Lordſhip to declare, that motives of the 1 
weighty nature loudly called upon Mr. Harris toe 
to the Arbitrators, appointed at Lancaſler, What, 
from the tenour of the papers, it is viſible, he kt 
it not in his power to ſubmit to their deciiion; 
ſince the affair in queſtion avas not betwix! Hi © 


Mr. Clifton, but betwixt Mr, Clifton and dne 
Gentlemen concerned in the Replevin of his Good, 


. 
Art}; a 
JC1 UI 8 


5. His Lordſhip acknowledging, in his cond 
reply to the Truſt es, the receipt as well as tt 
ruſal of ſeveral letters, regulations, &c. ſent by © 


'Fruſtees, induces us to remind the Reader % 5 


terme. 
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rmer obſervation, which will prove of parricuiar 10e 
in the ſequel 3. viz. that, from the time tat Truſtees 
wore re-eſtabliſned to the preſent period, his Lord- 
(ip has been regularly furniſhed with every neceſſary 
formation, relative to their election, their official 
conduct, and the conduct of their opponents, in tlie 
molt minute, authentic, and candid manner. 

6. We ſhall cloſe our obſervations with the follow— 
ing remark on Mr. Harris's anſwer to the Biſhop's 
menacing letter inſerted in page 245. Probably, the 
Reader may have anticipated it in his mind. — There 
we ind, that, notwithilanding the pretended want of 
ubnithon to the Biſhop, with winch hie had been ſo 
wantonly taxed in the courie of this mifrepreſented 
| Conteſt, he expreſſes a degree of ſubmiiſion of the 


—— 


t implicit kind. — It, ſays he (after remonſtrating 
e his Lordſhip the invincible inclicacy of his per- 
| (onal efforts to ſuppreſs the publication of the Ap— 
W pcal!), if, after all, I muſt be puniſhed for not impeding 
| vat 1 Canmnet prevent, 1 Hull freently ful nuit. Here 15 
n ample confutation of his pretended 202-fubmiſfion to 
ue Dichop. 


ww 17 
#44 \/ 


long 


t is now time to acknowledge the receipt of the 
v\Nnop's two letters to the Truſtees, Who, having 
N leceeded in their application :o his Lordſhip, per- 
blech no longer in the proſecution of their intended 
neaſures, but haſtened, without loſs of ume, to ac- 
N celerate the proffered interview. — The following 15 a 
Copy of the Truſtces Anſwer to the Biſhop. 
*© My Lord. 
We have now the honour of acknowledging 
3 f your Lordſhip's late favour of the 28th, and more 
Particularly that of the zoth. Ult. 
% The 
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* The Truſtees will be happy to meet u 
cry af and humbly crave your Lordſhip u 5 
as ſpeedy in fixing the day as your circum dance 
„will permit; when, we flatter ourſelves, thn :» 
| end will be finally put to this long and 7%, 
1 * diſpute. 
| We are the more impatient till that day arrive. 
1 © 22 thereby an opportunity will be afforded : 
* convince your Lordſhip and all the world, cf th: 
| t rectitude of our intentions, and to wipe of thi: 
eſtigma (your Lordſhip was pleaſed to be ſo fte: 
. «« to tell us in that of the 28th. Ult.) our charts 
have been ſo unjuſtly branded with. 


* 


« We reſt fully aſſured, that when your Lord 
« ſees what we have to lay before you, you v1. 
% be pertectly ſatisfied, that all our views are cos 
© ſonant to trick virtue, honour, and Religion 
Until we have the honour of meeting your Late 
„„ ſhip, we remain with all due regard and ellcem, 

© My Lord, 
% Your devoted and moſt Obedient Servant, 
* ROBERT LAWRENCE. 
« Jonun Kaye, 
« CHRISTOPHER BUTLER. 
© ANDREW Rosso. 
«© HenRY BILLINGE 


99 
o 


7 


„Liverpool, November 6th, 1782 

Every thing now bore a moſt promiſing alpe | 
the eyes of every well wiſher to the peace of $0c1et?, 
and the intereſts of Religion. The ſeveral letter:! 
and fro between the Biſhop and the Truſtees, 
vious to the day of meeting, are particula!:, K 
guiſhed by reciprocal profeſſions of civil! ty, wig” 


F Oat FY ST L400 6 28 5 


» 
& af 


ineſs, and reſpect: and though they contain litt'e 
elſe, exccpt a few neceſſary arrangements for the ap- 
proaching interview, We cannot, with propricty, des 
prive tac "Reader of his right to peruſe them. hey 
are here ene according to tho ſe ni. rity Ot tlieir 


4 1 1 
reſpective da 488. 
* 


Copy of a Letter from the very Rev. Mr. Gibſon to 
the Truſtees. 
Gentlemen. 

A very unexpected, but ſevere fit of the Gout 
and Rheumatiſm has prevented m). gratifʒ ing, {© 
*foon as I could have withed, the deſire you ex- 
| © prefled of ſeeing me at Preſton, Nothing but 
3 will prevent my being at that place on 
Vedneſday the twenty ſeventh Inſtant: where and 


of you, I have ſignified to Mr. Emmott, that 
tice on each ſide will be a ſufficient number. 1 
am perſuaded, there will be lels noiſe and alter- 
cation in that caſe, than if more are 3 [ 
11h, and hope, that every thing may be tranſacted 
in the moſt cool and diſpaſſionate manner. The 
moſt rigid impartiality and candour ſhall be my 
«rule, 13 
« Gentlemen, 
* Your very obedient humble Servant, 
6 M. GIBSON.“ 
Headlam, 16th. November, 1782 
Jo the Truſtees of the Catholic Chapel, Liver- 
«c poo ol { oh 9 


-. 
- 


Copy 


(*) This and the ſubſequent. letters from his Lordſhip were 
C21 to Mr. Robert Lawrence Prefident of the 'I'ruſtecs, 


hen I has to have the pleaſure of meeting ſome 


* 
1 
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Copy of the Truſtees Anſwer to the Above. 
© My Lor 
We are this day favoured with vour Lord hip 

e condeſcending favour of the 16th, and are ſorry 0 
hear of your Lordſnip's indiſpoſition, but * 
it will not be of that continuance as to prerer 
your being at Preſton, at the time you are 5 ſe 
to appoint» We ſhall not fail, with the Almighty 
«« permiſſion, to be at Preſton on "Tueſday evenin: 
*« the zöth, Inftant. Any arrangements your Lor. 
„ ſhip ſhall deem neceſſary, we ſhall be glad t!: 
informed of; and hope this matter will be cn. 
„ ducted with the ntmoſt Chriſtian charity, . 
terminate with the bleſſing of a laſling recon: 
„ ciliation ; at leaſt, nothing on our part, conſiſtenth 
with the duty we owe the Congregation on bench 
« of their and our own rights, ſhall be wanting 
* to convince your Lordſhip, that it has been, anc 
© ever will be, our ſole aim to obtain fo delirit:: 
„ an end. 


4 
. 


„We have here incloſed for your Lordſhip d 
ſeveral letters (now in print) that have palſed 
« reſpecting the Arbitration (8), which we vt 
„ under the diſagreeable neceflity of pe 
« to ſhew, how much that matter had been mil 
repreſented, and what ſteps we had taken! 
invite Mr. Williams to terminate the dip! 
amicably, and according to the Agreement 
4 Ve are, 


c 


Lay 


- 


LY 


„ 


* 


c 


* 


\f 
4 MI 


(&) The ſame letters, in manuſcript, had been before 
ted to the Biſhop by the Truſtees with their letter cf d:. 
of October 1782. 
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« My Lord, 
« With all due regard and reſpect, 
« Your Lordſhip's moſt obedient humble Servants 
6 ROBERT LAWKENCE. 
« Jon KaYe 
© CHRISTOPHER ZUTLER. 
« ANDREW ROSLON, 
e Hexnky BILLINCE““. 
« Liverpool, November 19th, 1752. 
Tony of a Letter from the very Rer. Mr. Gibſon 
to the Truſlees. 
„Gentlemen. 
« A5 ] ſhould be very ſorry to give you unnece a- 


F ry trouble, I think proper to inform you, thit my 


- 
— 


rrival at Preſton on the 26th. or 27 th. Intaunr, 
begins to be very dubious from unsquivocal ſymp- 
We toms of an approaching fit of the Gout, the late 
one never having quite left me. All therefore I 
can ſay is, that, if I am able, i ſha!l be at Treiton 
at tne time appointed, or as ſoon after a. it ſhall 
pleaſe God to permit; and on my arrival at Pret- 
ton will ſend notice to you at J. 
will prevent any unneceſſary journey 

! am, Gentlemen, 
cc Yo 


* ! - 3 
iverpool. Inis 


11 0 


. * L uy .. unn), * 
ur very 0Zecient humble Servant, 
| 


Headlam, 20th. November, 17 
To the Truſtees of the Catholic Chapel, Liverpool.” 
On the receipt of this letter, though expreſſive of 
Nn apprehenſions of his Lordſllip 
r to Preſton at the time appointed, the Truſtees 
an to make every necc! 


Ss inability to 


| ry arrangement for the 
prrcachir * * 8 
ecsching day; but on the eve of their intended 


©. 
Journey, 
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Journey, they were favoured with the folloy: 
expected letter from his Lordſhip, which r. 
for a while. 
Copy of a Letter from the very Rev. Mr. G. 
the Truſtees, 
% Headlam, 25 th. November, 
To the Truſtees of the Catholic Chanel. 
Gentlemen. 

* 1 have received yours of the 19th, Inttant, : 

% am much pleaſed with the ſentiments of mode: 
« tton and candour expreſſed therein. I had . 
% pared to begin my journey to Preſton, purſir: 


L 


* to my refolution this day, though I doubted r 
«a little of my being able to realize my def: 
*« watch circumſtance my laſt letter would in! 
«« you of, and, I hope, prevent any unnece!: 
«© trouble on your ſide. On ſaturday and fund 
my indiſpoſi tion entirely confined me within Coors 
„as it does at preſent; ſo that I cannot witl 7) 
degree of ſafety venture abroad, Which I mi 
„ wiſhed in compliance with your inclination, 7 
order to terminate in the moſt amicable manuer 
«if poſſible, this diſagreeable affair. All can't 
„at preſent is, that, when it ſhall pleaſe G0. 
«« permit me to reach Preſton, you ſhall rect" 
e immediate information of my arrival there, 
© the interim we muſt ſubmit to divine app3 
„ments. I remain, Gentlemen, 
« Your very obcdient humble Servant 

M. G1850% 


% P. 8. It is a pity, that the affair of M. 
«« Clifton's putting bailiffs &c. is not fubmits— 
5 to the Arbitrators ; then the ve of the Ten- 


6 porals would be ſettled“. 
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a Fl * 3 
Copy of the Truſtees Anſwer to the two laſt Letters 
from the Eiſhop. 
©« My Lord. 


CS ©. 7 


„ ie think we ſhoull be very efficient in the 


* rcipect we Owe your LEDs were we to omit 
acknowledging the rece 19t of your tuo lat t favours; 

2. One of the 20th, Uk. announcing y our Ga 
of not being able to be at Pieſton, as you in- 
„ tended. Although we did n2t receive it before 


0 2 225 1 9 . : ” * rer Wy? 
e 25th, yet it came juſt time enough to prevend 
us an unneceſſary journey: elſe, we certainly 


ntenced to have been in Preſton che day following. 
'* Your laſt of the 25th, Ult. we received the 
* 29th, which Marin us not a little, to find, 
your Lordſhip's indiſpoũ tion was ſuch as to 
conane you within doors. We hope, it will 
'2aſe God in a little time to reſtore your health, 
tat you may thereby not only terminate this 
** Cilagreeable affair, but at the ſame time render 
many hundred people happy. 
We remain with all poſſible reſpect and regard, 
% My Lord, 

Tour Lordſhip's moſt devoted humble Servants 

© RopzRT LAWRENCE. 

% JOHN KAYE. 

© CHRISTOPHER BUTLER. 

© ANDREW Rosso. 

HEN RT BIILIIN GSE“. 


Q oY 


ce Liverpool, December 1ſt. 1782 


4 o * 


11 


This intercourſe of letters between the Biſhop 
nu the Truftees, fo ny the minds or {ome 
perions, who dreaded the conſequences of a fair 

invelligatlon 
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1 inveſtigation into the merits of the Conteſt, 
7 conduct of the contending parties, that mezr 
1 the moſt unjuſtifabl? nature were employed tt 0: 


his Lordilip i;om realizing hie defign. The, 
incredible, and inſidious, informations, fur 
a reſlleſs diſigning party, and tranſmit! 
Headlam about this time, to put a bar to thi 
i execution of the Biſhop's plan, will bnd a ſuitzb 
place in the Sccond Part 7 this Appeal. — Their eve; 
tions however, proved as fruitleſs as they were ini 
cal: and his Lordſhip's repeated promiſes were of th 
ran and explicit tenour, that the Truſtees wer 
under no apprehenſion cf failure on hi; lde. Tt 
were not diſappointed: a few poſts brought ther 
the pleaſing news of the happy period five. 
the accompliihment of their wiſhes. His Lordi 
letter, Which conveyed the intelligence, Was @ 
lows : 


* - 


Copy of a Letter from the very Rev. Mr. Cibſen v 
the Truſtees, 


«© Gentlemen, 
*« hope you will not impute the fate of ſuſpent? 
„ in which you have been detained, to any och 
* caufe, than inability on my fide. On NMoncs; | 
« ventured a few miles from home, having been . 
© then confined within doors. I feel now ſo far fe. 
ec covered, that, I hope, nothing will prevent 7} 


_ —- _— 
AA. 
” 
22. — — — — 
2 = = _ 
— — — — 


— — —— js 


— . — ß — 


— 


4 - 
— — — | 


| « being at Preſton on W edneſcay next the 11th, Ind. 
bl „with the divine permiſſiom. In cate there ſhouts 
ih © nat be a deep Snow, you may, I think, venture +0 
i" e Preſton. My itay there will be as ſhort as poſſible: 
| « as I have very preſing buſineſs in theſe parts, Walch 
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interrupt, much againſt my inclination, particu- 
© larly at this ſeaſon. 
« I am 
Gentlemen, 
« Your very obedient humble Servant 
% M. GIBSON. 
Headlam 4th, December, 1752. 
To the Truſtees, 


Ever ſince his Lordſhip's firt propoſal of 2 perſonal 
interriew, the Truſtees had ſo arranged the neceſiary 
preparations for their official appearance, as to be in 
! rtect readineſs to repair to Preftcn on the firſt notice. 

ir ardent wiſhes to re-eſtabliſh peace and harmony, 

0 2 5 the confidence of their Conſtituents, and to 
rotect their original claims, made it neceſſary to con- 

(alt their ſentiments on the important ſubject of their 
intended Journey, previous to their departure. Ac— 
cordingly, a numerous meeting was convened of the 
Conſtitutional members of the Congregation, and, af- 
era circum2antial hearing of their reſpective opinions 

d propoſals, a Plan of Accommedaticnwzis unanimouſly 
agreed to by the Members, and being immediately 
committed to writing, the ſame was recommended, as 
direction or guide, to ſuch of the Truſtees as were to 
5 LCputeu to conduct the negociation then on foot. 
iacir recommendation had nothing of conſtraint; 

the Deputies were at full liberty io embrace ſuch 

der meaſures, as the circumitances of their negocia- 
might ſuggeſt. As the above Plan of Accommo- 

ien met the warmeſt ap pprobatio 11 of his Lordſhip, 
Ja breathed the genuine ſpirit of diantereſtedneſs and 
| e, We purpoſe to infert it in the ſubſequent 


Having 
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—— 


Having now couſulted the gener. il {cn 
Conſtituents, and unwilll ing to deviate | 
Lordnip, s directive intimation, t 77x 


01 


fide ou: 4 be a ufficient number, they arreed. 
Meſſrs Robert Lawience, Chriſtopher Butler. 
Henry Billinge, ſhould act, as Deputies, on be. 
of the Congregation at large; and the two rem «; 
Truſtees ſigned an obligation, whereby they b 
themſeives, in the ſtrongeſt terms, to KS 
waatever Agreement or Treaty might 


be the relult 
of their Negociatio! . 


One material point ſtill remained undecideg: 
was Mr. Harris's perſonal attendance at the intend! 
meeting. His perſonal concern in the difcufcn 
of the ſubje& in debate, urged the necefiity 
appearing before the Biſhop; but his Lordi 
ſilence to his lait of the 7th, of November, in 


LI Wal 
he had fignified a defire of being preſe: 


meeting, made his friends unwilling to r: 


. 
0 —— 
= 


dangerous experiment cf diſpleaſing his Lordi 
by acting without his expreſs approbation and con 
ſent. It was therefore determined, that Mr. Han! 
ſhould write a letter to the Biſhop, by the Gentleme: 
commiſſioned to conduct the buſineſs, expreſſing tie 
reaſons, that prevented his perſonal appearance, ane 
ſhould remain in Town till he had orders to repai: 
to Preſton. Purſuant to this determination, Mr. 
Harris's letter to the Biſhop, dated December lot, 
and entruſted to their care, contained the following 
juſtification of his abſence, „My Lord. la 
„ my laſt to your Lordſhip I ventured to intimate 
«« a deſi re of meeting you at Preſton, as a party + 
« rjaily concerned in the termination of the p efen! 


o 


4 
difference 
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* Your Lordſhip's filence to my intimation 

= ces me, that my preſence is deemed unneceſ- 

nd even tacitly forbid ; and that, ſhould I 

reſume to appear at Preſton withoatbetter creden- 

fast 5 Ja fy my preſence, I might perhaps be tax- 

ed wich intruſion and aifobedience. — Thus circum- 

2) [ 04!) think it incumbent on me not to miſs 

le preſent opportu nity of conveying, by letter, to 

our Lordſhip the real motive of my abſence, ſo 
contrary to my deſire.“ 


ſho Deputies, appointed to conduct the enſuing 
-0ciation, were now ready for the Journey, and ac- 
ring to appointment, they ſet out for Preiton on the 
December 1782, and arrived there early 
the afternoon, of the ſame day. Soon after their 
ral they incioſed a line for his Lordſhip in a Letter 
the Rev. Mr. Dunn, ſignifying their defire to meet 
na whatever time and place he would chuſe to ap- 
| in conſequence of this application, they 
dne ſatisfaction to meet his Lordſhip ſor the firſt 
b o'clock in the Evening, at the houſe 
de Rev. Mr. Sewall in Friar-gate. Nothing 
live was concluded at this fürſt inter vic, which 
a_ t an hour; only, as his Lordilip expreſſed 
thre of Seine Mr. Harris, the 'I'rultees offered to 
o Liverpool to deſire his attendance; 
voter was accepted by his c and, with 
cor lent, an expreſs was immediately ſent off, 
TanieGions of the two ſucceeding days, that 
Lruſtees remained in Preilon, will be diſcuſſed 
allowing Scgion, 


r of 
* . * * y 
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SECTION xi. 


AFTER SEVERAL MEETINGS, A FI%aL xr.» 
IS CONCLUDED. MR. HARRIS RE-ET% 3: 
CHAPEL, AND 15 PROMISED THE 701 
RATION OF HIS FORMER FUXNCTIOXs. 
ViES SUBSIDE, AND PEACE IS RESTORED. 


\ \ E have hitherto led the patient Reader throych 
a labyrinth of diſcord, where no paſtage ky 


yet appeared to reconciliation and peace. It; 
his attention ſhould be relieved by directing it 
promiſing particulars, which are here announce. 
the ſubject of the preſent Section. 


In the courſe of the firſt private conference betutt 
the Biſhop and the Truſtees, with which we clo 
the precedent Section, his Lordſhip had aan: 
particular defire, that all matters in debate 
ſubmitted, without reſerve, to the deciſion oft 
bitrators appointed in the Lancaſter Avjeemid 
This unexpected propoſal of his Lordſnip 
ſooner made, than rejected by the Truſtees, for re: 
of the moſt obvious nature, which they 0ercs | 
lay before him. Paſt tranſactions not on'y | 
their refuſal, but compelled them to declare, h 
neither one nor the other ſhould have any further ct 
in the buſineſs. This peremptory aniwer pe 
Lordſhip deſiſt from recommending a Rc? 
which had no viſible claims to ſucceſs —1 10 7 
tees, willing to improve this opportunity of ente 
upon the i of their deputation without . 


were informed by his Lordſhip, that no bu 
my 
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bie concluded in the abſence of the other Party, 
nich would not be aſſembled till the morning fol- 
being. Upon this they retired, the meeting being 


a journed to the next morning at nine o'clock, 


The Truſtees, being now introduced to his Lord- 
in the ſecond time, expected to find the other 
Party ready to proceed on the buſineſs they were 
come upon ; bur, on entering the room, they found, 
their great ſurprize, the two Arbitrators, mentioned 
n the Lancaſter Agreement, confering with his 
Lorulhip» As neither of them had any perſonal con- 
cern, that we know of, in the future arrangement of 
the contelled differences, the main ſubject of their 
eri.2d was not very difficult to determine. The 
lor converſation, or rather altercation, that ſoon 
der en{ued, in the preſence of his Lordſhip, between 
dne of them and the Truſtees, reſpecting the failure 
{tae Reference concluded in the Lancaſter Agree- 
went, made it appear, that no pains had been want- 
10g to pre-occupy his Lordſhip againſt the publiſhers 
of the printed Vindication, inſerted in page 229, 
\c,—lHowever, a pertinent gueſtion, put to one of the 
\ritrators by one of the Truſtees, ſoon determined 
the contelt, and the Arbitrators immediately with- 


ew. 


0 fooner they left the room, but the Truſtees 
den to confer with his Lordſhip on the ſtated ſub- 
et of their commiſſion, and produced, for his in- 
pection, ſuch original written inſtruments, and at- 
tations, as were neceſſary to give him a juſt idea 
0: Te merits of the conteſt, of that of their oppo- 
ncns, end of the grounds of their original claims, 
and thoſe of their Conſtituents, and the people at 
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large (*). Their repeated entreaties, to induce h. 
Lordſhip to peruſe them, proved ineffectual. 1 
reaſons, alledged by his Lordſhip for not indu1-i., 
their requeſt, were ſeverally theſe : ſirft, bead hs 
had already peruſed ſuch papers, as had been tant. 
mitted to him: ſecond, becauſe he could not interfere 
in aſcertaining any claims to the tem por al dominion 
of the Chapel; and laſtly, and principally, becauC: 
in the preſent adjuſtment of the Cee, hi Wich. 
ed to recommend to them the ſtricteſt adherence t 
maxim, which he was determined to obi IVC, Viz, 
Zo look forward to ſome permaucut and firm 4. 
laſting peace ard harmony, inſtead of dice 
tramſactious. 


= 

— 

7 { j 
* - 


The repeated recommendation of this leading may- 
im, in the courſe of every conference they had with 
his Lordſhip, prompted the Truſtecs to offer to b. 
conſideration the follov.ing Plan ef Accommodation, 
which, as mentioned in page 261, had been unani- 
mouſly agreed to by their Conſtituents, and recom- 
mended to them previous to their departure, as a i- 
rection or guide, in the progreis of their n- gociation. 
His Lordſhip's warmeſt approbation of the fame, ; 
a ſufficient inducement to introduce it in this place. 
— The following is a literal Copy of the 


« Terms of Accommodation proftered by the 


«© Truſtees of the Roman Catholic Chapel in Liver- 
ec pool, 


( Among theſe original inſtruments, offered to the Biihop for 
his inſpection, was the ORIGINAL CHARTER of the Chapel, 
and the Ou IGIN AL INSTRUMENT relative to the legality of 8 
Truſtees Election of the 17th. of February, 1792, ment: 
page 143. The recolleQion of this circumſtance will be ! ferv1; 


in the ſequel, 


61 PST 
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pool, for re- eftabliſhing and perpetuating peace and 
b. vn between the preſent and future Incum- 


e and the Congregation at large. Viz : 


«18, gar Thomas Clifton of Lytham, Eſq; 
nnd the Body of Ex-jeſuits in the County of Lan- 
« c:42r, commonly called the Lancaſhire Diſtrict, or 
anch of them as ſhall be thought neceſſary Parties, 
(+ hay To over in writing to the now Truſtees of 

1 Chapel on behalf of the Congregation, 

10 mal Succeſſors, for ever, without any reſer- 
vation, limitation, or reſtriction whatever, all and 
every other pretenſion whatever, He or They may 
«have to all that Parcel of Land, fituated in Ed- 
»mund-ſtreet, Liverpool, containing a Chapel, or 
place of Roman Catholic Worſhip, and three 
* dwelling Houſes, fronting Edmund- ſtreet, now in 
the occupation of Meſſrs. Joſeph Williams, Ray- 
mund Harris, and Elizabeth Nandyke (5). 


*2d. THAT the now Truftees of the ſaid Chapel, 
dall, in conſequence of the above written renun- 
ciation of the ſaid pretenſions, give a written obli- 
'* gation to the acting Roman Catholic Biſhop of the 
Northern Diſtrict, and his Succeſſors, for ever, 
0 © whereby they ſhall bind themſelves and their Suc- 

ceitors, for ever, in manner here-under mentioned, 

hever to alienate, in any manner whatever, the 
aid Premiſes, or any part thereof, or to appropri- 
M 2 cc ate 


. 
- 


— 
- 


— 
* 


- 


- 


' 


+) The reaſon of a third houſe being mentioned in this firſt 
term of accommodation, was no other, than to ſecure a place for 

© reception of a third Incumbent, purſuant to the Plan then in 
%-24uion among many of the principal Subſcribers. This circum- 
ance was alio mentioned to his Lordſhip by the Truſtees, 
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«« ate the ſame, or any part thereof, to anv 01 
«© uſe whatever than the exerciſe of the Rom:n ( 
*« tholic Religion in the ſaid Town of L;y rpo | 

*« the ſupport of the preſent and future Ps 

© for the time to come: and further alto, that tle: 
« the ſaid preſent Truſtees, ſhall not allipn t he 
«© ruſt over to their Succeſſors, before they ſh 
have ſigned the above obligation, and bound the 

* ſelves to convey their Truſt to their Succ | 
in manner and form above ſtated, and fo an from 
gone to another at the expiration of their reſpective 
time of ſerving the office. 


* 3d. THarT the actual Incumbents, and thei: 
* Succeſſors, ſhall dwell in ſeparate houſes, and ten: 
5 free: that they ſhall have the uſe of the Chape! 
«© garden in common; and divide the perguilites in 
equal ſhares. 


eth. Tuar the Regulations, lately eſtabliſhed fo; 
*« the Government of the Chapel, ſhall be frict!y 
«« adhered to. 


*© 5th. THaT the Nomination of the Incumbents 
fall be veſted in the Truſtees for the time being; 
„ and that no Incumbent ſhall be removed from his 
<« ſituation by their authority; but, that, whenever 
ce there ſhould be cauſe for removing any of them, 
the Truſtees, for the time being, ſhall tranſmit 
** their reaſons to the Biſhop, as allo a copy of the tame 
© to Incumbent whoſe removal isdefired ; and in this 
*« caſe the Biſhop's deciſion ſhall be final and con- 
% cluſive. 


1, i 
This unexceptionable Plan of Accommoca; dion did 


4 attention, that, after 
ſo engage his Lordſhip's t f f 


reading it a third time, he expreſſed his warmes 
apprebati LU 
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in of the proffered terms: and though the 
al nature of the plan forbid him perſonally 

» enforce the execution of it, yet he expreſsly 
red, that, whenever the temporal rights of the 
Chapel &c. ſhould be left to the deciſion of any 
Gentlemen, the ſame might be produced before 
em, for this particular reaſon, becauſe, ſaid his 
Lordſhip, I. avill operate ftrongly upon their minds. 
But to be ſhort, the Truſtees having now, with 
de approbation of his Lordſhip, agreed with Mr. 
Clifton of Lytham, who appeared in perſon, to 
mit the final determination of their temporal 
cams to the Chapel, &c. to whatever Contract 
de and Mr, Blundell of Ince might conclude on the 
yet, a written Agreement was at laſt entered into 
between the two Incumbents and the Truſtees, as 
aepreſentatives of the Congregation, whereby the 
—— part of their reſpective differences was 
'y determined. The Agreement, which was 
ra of and ſigned by the Biſhop on the 13th, 
cay of December 1782, in conjunction with the 
berties, and in the preſence of many witneſles, 
contained the following particulars. 
*IT 1s this day agreed, that Meſſrs Williams 
© and Harris appoint each one perſon to collect 
An the arrears due to January iſt, 1782, and from 
dt time another perſon be appointed by the 
Lraſtecs in conjunction with the two already 
 *Ppomnted, till ſuch time as the diſputes con- 
nz the Chapel are finally determined (*).— 
M 3 . 


it 


if 
te 


14 
* 


d Election of the Acting T-uſtees had not taken place 
ey of February, 1782, it was on this account, that 


the 
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«« N. B. This appointing of Collector: by 
| « Truſtees and Incumbents is not to deter, 
*« the right of appointing Collectors (5). 


« divide the monies when collected accoriine - 


"_ 


= N 
1 8 


- 

: 

| . 8 

| That the ſaid perſons authorized as aforer 
* 


te the following agreement. 


c That all the debts of the houſe and Chinn 
« due to the time of the Award, viz, 20th, De. 
„ cember 1780, be paid out of the id 
« each party being accountable for what 
| «« received, and that the overplus, if any be can 5 
| divided between Meſſrs Harris and Willi 


% That the Taxes and neceſſary Repair 
| © houſe. and chapel up to this time only be do! 
« by Melirs Williams and Harris, and that w 
«« perions be appointed, one by Mr. Williams, an 
« one by Mr. Harris, who ſhall determine wii 


„ reparations were neceſſary. 


- 7 - 


the Arrears, prior to that period, were agreed to be collec! 
perſons appointed by the Incumbents ; but the Rents, duc 1: 
time of that Election, were to be collected by a pe P 

by the Truſtees, conformably to the 19th, Article of the Nez 
tions of the Chapel, inſerted in page 146. 


(S) This proviſional Clauſe, Which was afterwars v 
conſtrued, as will appear in the fequel, was agrecd co b 
ees, left, in conſequence of the Incumbents being nas 
| to nominate a collector of Arrears, they ſhould afterwares 7 ; 
| the diſputes concerning the Chapel were finally determine 58 


to themſelves the right of appointing Collectors. 


— 
A 


- 
— 


- 
— 


the perſon appointed by Mr. Williams, and at 


5 
— 


14 


is Lordſhip has fixed at fix pounds fix ſhillings. 


Aivide the monies collected, equally between Meſſrs 
Harris and Williams, who ſhall immediately pay 


i * * + 
1) Viz. Onc by the Truſtees authorizing their Collector, and 
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That Mr. Harris be allowed ſuch a ſhare ot 


ne perquiſites, ſince he was permitted to ſay 
Miſs, as the Biſhop ſhall determine; which 


24 


« That it be left to his Lordſhip to determine 
what ſhare of the rents ſhall be allowed to Mr. 
Harris fince his ſuſpenſion ; which his Lordſhip 
has fixed at one half of the rents accruing during 
ſix months, 
« That the Perſons above-mentioned to collect 
Arrears and Rents be appointed before the 
* of this month, and that no time be loſt in 
ne performance of theſe articles. 
That a Paper authorizing the Perſons, appointed, 
a aforeſaid, be ſigned by the reſpective Parties (+). 
'© That the Collectors give ſecurity for the monies, 
which they ſhall reſpectively receive, to the 
perſons by whom they are reſpectively appointed. 
„That the ſaid perſons take it in turns to be 
Caſhiers, each having his month, beginning with 


de end of each month the reſpective Caſhiers 


their quota towards rubbing off the debts of the 
aouſe and chapel as be fore- mentioned. 


( ** d — 

We, the underwritten, do bind ourſelves to 

EOS . 7; 

hide by this Agreement, as Witneſs our hands 
M4 «« this 


e Incumbents authorizing theirs, 
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this 13th, day of December 1782, at FOO, | 


the preſence of the Lord Biſhop of this Pig ii, 
« JoSsE PAH WILIIAusũs. 
« RATYTMUN D HARRIS. 
% ROBERT LAWRENCE, 
( HRIST. BUTLER, Truſtee:, 
© HENRY BilLINGE. 


Approved of and ſigned by Marrew Co 


CC M ANENS13˙ 


It would be highly diſguſting to the Reader, wc 
we now to enter into a minute diſcuſſion of the mar; 
tedious debates, frivolous objections, replies, alter; 
tions, proviſos, {uſpicions, &c. &c. inceſſa intly r ic 
by Mr. Williams, before any of the above artici 
could be committed to paper.—It may be ſaid wit! 
truth, that Mr, Harris had hardly any hand in i 
framing of the above Agreement, and that Mr. W. 
liams, after warmly debating the ſubject with 
Biſhop, the Truſtees, and ſome of the Brechreg. 
worded it himſelf in the form now extant in his own 
hand-writing, now in our poſſe ion. 

A little before the above Agreement was ſigned by 
the reſpeQtive Parties, the Biſhop, without any pre- 
vious application made to his Lordſhip by eicher vr. 
Harris or the Truſtees, privately acquainted t. 
Harris, that he might now re-enter the Chap: I, and 
perform the public part of his Miniſterial function 
as before; engaging his word, that, as ſoon às mo- 
nies were collected, ſufficient to diſcharge his pro- 
portion of the debts {ſpecified in the above Agree! 
(a circumſtance which he defired Mr. Harz!“ wou 
acquaint him with), he would immediately rente 
him to the full exerciſe of his functions. 


* 


— 
cy 


— — 
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The happy event of the Truſtees negociation with 

Lordſhip, was immediately circulated through 
bon of Liverpool, on the arrival of the Parties: 
dere one was new perſuaded, that a concluſion was 
g the diſagreeable Conteſt ; and, before a few 
vere elapſed, the moſt unequivocal. ſymptoms 
:1urual concord and laſting peace were viſible 
1 c:2ry eye. The pleaſing news were ſoon conveyed 
- the Truſtees to the Biſhop: and as their letter 
on the occaſion gave a particular deſcription of the 
#i:ndly diſpoſitions of the people at large, and of 
de happy effects, which the late Agreement had 
anced, we cannot forbear inſerting it in this 


> „ 


** 4 
* r 


Copy of a Letter from the Truſtees to the very 
Rev. Mr. Gibſon. 
My Lord. 

Ile ſenſible obligations, which your Lordſhip 
o lately conferred upon us and this Congre- 
Salon at large, demand of our duty to embrace 
ts earlieſt opportunity of acknowledging them 
tu the deepeſt ſenſe of gratitude and reſpect, and 
© enquire with unfeigned regard after the ſtate of 
aur health and proſperous return to Headlam; 
* wich, ever ſince we took our leave at Preſton, has 
een the conſtant object of our wiſhes and prayers. 


We are happy to inform your Lordſhip, that the 
Agteement between our two Paſtors, concluded 
„under your auſpices, has been productive of the 
bappieſt effects. The face of things 1s entirely 
4 changed: every thing bears a moſt flattering aſpect; 
the warmeſt unanimity and concord are dawn- 

"gs upon us every day,—ColleRors are already 

M 5 ce appointed 


2 
84 
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appointed, in conformity to the Agreement » 
«« nies are cheerfully paid in for the ſupport of ; 
«© Incumbents; and, in order to ſet: in Cximy 
«© the reſt, we have been the ſirſt in paying t. g 
« Without any reſpe& to the former o«li as dl 

*« tions of party, perſons in oppoſite inte: 
now to vie one another in promoting 

** cauſe of Peace. — The diſagreeable affair, 
*© to Mr. Clifton, is on the eve of being am 
| *© adjuſted, together with the remaining part ot the 
Difference concerning the Chapel. We da 
on Mr. Blundell of Ince, wh will cheerfull 

* cur with Mr. Clifton in terminating this Pig 
1 e the Conteſt to the ſatisfaCtion of the Parties, 


wv 


«« This is the preſent promiſing ſtate of tle 
e oregation of Een. — Thanks to your Los. 
*« ſhip for your kind and fatherly interference: 
«« thing could have been effected without it, and us 
«« expect every thing from it. 


«© Theſe expectations were particalriy enforce. 
«« Mr. Harris on Sunday laſt in 2 diſcour;:, wi 
« delivered from the Pulpit, to the fati:1:ciion ct 5 
« his hearers : his whole drift was to heal the wouts 
« of paſt diſſenſions, by recommending the tic 
« gnanimity ; and your Lordſhip's interpoſit n, 
« the work of reconciliation, was very aptl | 
« duced and ſupported.— But here, with the gre 
1 « ſubmiſſion to your Lordihip, we cannot fore 
— 4 « expreſſing our fincereſt wiſhes, that he had : 
li % power to act in a more extenſive capacity. Tis 
«« approaching ſolemnity of Chriſtmas incline us t 
& hope for the full accompliſhment of our wiſle 
« the joy of many, Mr. Harris, though req neltec 0 


fk ns 
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«« us and many of the Congregation, is yet unwilling 
« to addreſs to your Lordſhip on this head, and 
« affizns for reaſon, chat he mult obey your Lord- 
6 ſhip's private intimation to him, reſpecting the 
« time of his application to you. Truſting, there- 
fore, in your Lordſhip's kind indulgence, we have 
the honour of ſubſcribing ourſelves 
With the greateſt gratitude and reſpect, 
« My Lord, 
« Your Lordſhip's moſt obedient and moſt humble 
© Servants, 
% ROBERT LAWRENCE. 
« f oN KATE. 
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© ANDREW Rosso. 
© Henry BILLINGE. 
Liv 1. b 82,” 
iverpool, December 21, 1782, 


p. 8. As we have always made it a rule to. 
* furniſh your Lordſhip with proofs, we hope the 
* incloſed Copies will be acceptable to your Lord- 
* ſhip (*).—Mr. Chriſtopher Butler ſet off for Lon- 
** don early this morning, and deſired his duty to 
„your Lordſhip.” 


— REI i ogoy X 


This ſatis factory account of the progreſs of peace, 
founded on the moſt public and viſible aſſurances of 
M 6 mutual 


(*) Viz; copies of the written Appointments of Collectors 
ty the Incumbents and the Truſtees, and of their reſpective 
lecurites, purſuant to the articles ſtipulated in the Preſton 
Agreement, together with a printed Notice to the Congregation, 
requeſting the immediate payment of Arreas and Rents. -The 
Collectors of arrears, appointed by the Incumbents, were Meſlrs 
Henry Billinge and Joſeph Buſhell, and Mr. Francis Gandy 
was appointed, by the Truſtees, Collector of Rents. 
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mutual harmony, ſoon obtained from 1. 
the following agreeable reply, directed to hr. 


Lawrence. 

{ Copy of the Biſhop's Anſwer to the Tru, 
1. | 

C © Gentlemen 


. © 'Trukees, 

J have been hitherto prevented by a multi lict. 
ty of indiſpenſable buſineſs from return: 
„ grateful acknowledgements for your ver, 


' 
oy 


and very oblizing favour of the 21ſt. U!:. 


— ee REES 
- D— — * 
- 
* 


«© It is not in my power fo expreſs the HAtisfact 

it afforded me. — Peace, unanimity, and concor 
% amonglt you had long been the object 6! my mo.: 
ardent wiſhes and 0078 you may therc! 

 * eaſily conjecture, what pleaſing emotions wou!d 
«ariſe in my breaſt on the peruſal of the aſſurance: 
«« which you give me in your letter, and which, 
«c I flatter myſelf, are daily encreaſing. One great 
«« ſtep to this happy event will be never to dias 
«« palt tranſactions, but zo loot forward to ſome ps 
% manent. and firm baſis of laſting peace and har: 
« mony. This advice met your approbation, when 
4 J had the e of rap you at kreten and, 


SEAS LL 
* 
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70 wendig it to you. 1 reroſped view of Fg 
« cauſe of late animoſities and diſſenſions, will on.y 
« involve you, and very fruitleſely, in freſh ONCS, 
„ Adhere to the gue/t9n, the gue/?ion, and 1 am pec- 
«© ſuaded the affair will ſoon be concluded. Preclud de 
« all extraneous matter, and the controverſy v:.. 
© ſoon be finiſhed. 


l « I confide, you take due pains to convince : 


* 2 f 
« World, that you are now cordially united, 2s 
6 animated 
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mated with that ſpirit of peace, which Chriſt 
„let as an inheritance to his diſciples The 
12ſe of Religion has ce >rtainly ſuffered, of late, by 
unkappy diſpute; but it will be repaired, 
dur adverſaries ſee moderation and Chriſtian 
rity triumph over animoſities and reſentment. 


«© The opinion I entertain both of Mr. Blundell 
Wand Mr. Clifton, leaves me little room to doubt 
Hut the affair betwixt them will be amicably con- 
„Notwithſtanding my unſeigned and ſincereſt 
„dentes to make both you ol the Congregation 
wat large as happy as poſſible, I muſt ſay, though 
"with regret, that I cannot depart from my intt- 
„mation to Mr. Harris. I was guided by very 
' weighty reaſons in taking that determination, 
| cannot conſiſtently ſuperſede them (“): notwith- 
"*ancing the fingular delicacy with which you 
"convey your wiſhes, weighs much with me. 


cannot conclude without expreſſing my heſt 

hanks for your kind enquiries after my health, 

"which, I believe upon the whole, was rather 
* benefited by a journey, which I undertook with 
* reluctance, but concluded with pleaſure, from the 
expectations of its happy iſſue in the cauſe of 
Religion. 


The determination, here alluded to, and which his Lordihip 
(940 125 as he declares, confi NMently ſuperſede, was his private 
on to Mr. Harris when at Preſton : that, as ſoon as 
tes were collected, ſufficient to pay his proportion of the 
+, lyecified in the above Agreement, with which he deſired 
made acquainted, he ſhould then be reſtored to the fu', 
"cle of this Miniſterial functions. -How this condition was 
ed will appear ere long. 
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. . 1181. F * , 
* Relig:on,—-That you may be crowned wich « 


« deſirable bleiling during tis and many {ui | 
* a 3 14 5 
years, is the ardent Wiſh of 


Gentlemen, 

1 % Your ob«dient 8. 

4 © M. Gizsox' 
« Heaclam, January 3d. 1783. 


T1 ? 3 P 
: , 
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P. S. I beg my compliments to Mr. Butler 88 
1% his return“. 


The pleaſing tenour of this very obliging letz 
which the Truſtees communicated without relerre, 
to the people at large, contributed not a little: 
accelerate the concluſion cf that mutual concord 
which had been viſibly cementing ever fince tet 
return from Preſton.— The chearfal reading, 
which moſt of the Bench-holders, lately in o»; 
intereſts, reſorted to the place appointed to me: 
their reſpective payments, without waiting t 
called upon by the Collectors; the regular payn! 
received of five and ſix years Arrears, detine 
on account of the unſettled condition cf nas 
times; the very conſiderable ſums of mone:, 


exceeding the expectations of the Incumbents s. 


ſelves, gratuitouſly collected, and ſucceſſively dix: 
between them without the leaſt dec don; 


1 
1 ' 


many applications made to the Tru!l-es oy T 


who had abandoned the chapel, in conſequence © 
the late diſputes, ſome to recover their benc.les, © 


others to have Seats allotted to them, anc, 529 
all, the very friendly intercourſe now e 
between ſome of the principal abbettors d = 
diſtinctions, were the moſt convincing ar Zu- * 

1 


of the effectual reſtoration of peace, and dg 


aſfurances of future unanimity zud ccnszud. 
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This happy concurrence of ſo many favourable 
niancs, induced the Truſtees to folicit Mr. 
el of Ince io accelerate the termination of 
remaining part of the Conteſt, relating to their 

0 word claims to the Chapel &c, which they had 
esl in Prefizn to ſubmit to his deciſion in con- 
.n&ion with Mr. Clifton of Lytham. Their ſoli- 
citat on was kindly attended to by Mr. Blundell, 
who, in compliance with his Lorditup's deſire, ſo 
particularly intim 1081. when at Preſton, and now 
expreſied in his laſt letter to the Truſtees, that the 
remaining part of the differences ſhould be ſettled by 
him in concurrence with Mr. Clifton, haſtened to 
effect that ſertlement with all ſpeed, —Accordingly, 
aving ſoon after received from the Truſtees an un- 
mitted written 0 to act on their behalf, as 
repreſentatives of the Congregation at large, together 
with 2 written Obligation, whereby they bound them- 
ſelves and their Conſtituents, to abice, without any 
reſtriction whatever, by whatever Agreement or Con- 
tract he might judge proper to conclude with Mr. 
Clifton; he ſet out for Preſton, where, according to 
appointment, they met together on the 13th. day 
of February, 1782, and proceeded to the determina- 
tion of the Buſineſs, in the preſence of the Rev. Mr. 
Nicholas Sewall, Agent to that Body, by whom Mr. 
Clifton of Lytham was acknowledged Truftee for the 
Premiſes in debate, and authorized to transfer their 
claims to other perſons, 


* 


The reſult of this meeting was a written Con- 
TRACT between Mr, Clifton of Lytham, on the 
part of the Body of Ex-jeſuits, as their repreſentative 
and Truſtee, and Mr. Blundell of Ince, on the part 
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of the Acting Truſtees of the Old Chapel in 


mund-ſtreet, Liverpool, wherein it is final ly agrees 
and concluded, that Mr. Clifton do afign over! 
traſt to Sir Robert Gerard, Bart. and Henry Blundel. 
of Ince, Eſq; both, the ſaid Chapel and the H 
occupied by Mr. Williams adjoining to it, toget! 

with the ground and other appurtenances the =D 
belonging, fur the uſe of the Congregation of the 
ſald Chapel, the Managers or Acting Trullecs, fo 
the time being, paying a certain annual confider:- 
tion, when dcinanded, to the ſaid Sir Robert Gerard, 
Bart. and Henry Blundell of Ince, Eſq. It is allo 
ſtipulated and concluded in this written Cox TRACT, 
taat the Truſtees for the temporal management oj 
the ſaid Chapel, be always choſen purſuant to che 
\ULES of the Primitive Eſtabliſhment of it (the 
Origin-1 ct Which is now in the cuſtody of the n 8 
Truſtees); and that the printed REGULaT1IONS itt 
tne management of the ſame, inſerted in page 144, 
Ke. be 1 arictly obſerved. — Another material Article 
of this deciſive Cox TRACT relates to that part ct 
the differences, Which had been occafoned by the 
DisTRAIN of Mr, Harris's Goods, mentioned in 
page 157. The unintentional ſeverity of that mit. 
taken meaſure, and the rectitude of Mr. Clif:on's 
views in adopting it, appear viſible to demonſtration 
in this Article, whereby it is determined, that Mr. 
Harris be paid the expences incurred in the Replevin 
cf his Goods. — his Cox RAC, the Original of 
which is 1n the poſſeſſion of Mr. Blundell of Ince, 
was concluded and ſigned at Preſton, by the two 


* 


contracting Parties, in the pre nce of the Rev. Mr. 
Sewall, on the 13th, day of February, 1733. 


rr 
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Frery other point of Temporal debate was now 
{nally and amicably determined, except the Accounts 
t Mefirs. Williams and Harris left unſettled in the 
Award, concluded at Preſton, on the 2oth. day of 

December, 1780, and conſiderably encreaſed ſince 
ant time, Alt is very obſeryable in this reſpeR, that 
when the Truſtees met the Biſhop at Preſton, Mr. 
[{arris renewed again his former offer of ſettling 
thoſe Accounts, by giving up his ſhare of the Ar- 

Kc. in favour of Mr. Williams: but the unex- 
*ptionable generoſity of his compendious mode of 

ement was ſtrenuouſly objected to, in the preſence 
lis Lordſhip, by Meſſrs. Emmott and Williams, 
n openly declared their ſuſpicions of his exceſſive 
detalityx. The event ſoon convinced them of their 
error, and made them repent too late of having re- 
taled with diſdain the advantageous proffer. In 
eftect, their groundleſs ſoſpicions turned out to the 
no ſmall e of Mr. Harris, who had ſuſh- 
cent reaſons to believe, that, if the Accounts were 
| properly ſcrutinized, he ſhoa!d be a conſiderable 
rainer in the end, 


Dat let us not intercept the pleaſing proſpeR of a 
total tern un ae of the Conteſt, juſt before us, with 
wy | diſagreeable retroſpet, Yes, the un- 
ttled e were, at laſt, adjuſted by the kind 

ern0ftion of Mr. Blundell of Ince, and the Rev. 
us. 5 Dewall of Preſton. No ſooner was this remain- 
* of the Difference ſubmitted to their deciſion 
7 N conſent of the Parties, but they accepted 
n dae mankleſs office, came to Liverpool, and, 

r à circumſtantial hear ring of bath their claims, 
each an attentive peruſal of tùhcir Accounts, they 
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ſtruck a bailance between them, fioned the; 
mination in conjunction with the p arties, and 
put an end to this laſt part of the long con 

ferences, on the 25th. day of es 1975 
Mutual receipts, iz full of all dimant;, 


FS” "Wim - N # of 
- > WEIS — 


1. after exchanged between Meſſrs. William. 
+ ris; and nothing now remained but to enjoy tic 


of reconciliation and peace, 
4 Thus, after a violent ſtorm of ſertled an: 
and diſcord, of near four years cont: | 
raiſed by the turbulent ſpirit of part Forde * 
conſtux of jarring pailions, and heightened! 
contagious winds of deliberate milcoorelenian | 
falſehood, the beneficient hand of Providence 
the ſwelling waves of diſcord, and a ſhort, | 
ſonable, . . enſued: ſhort, when contra! 
the long continuance of the preceding temps; and 
yet, of ſuftc:ent duration to make us regtet tn. 
fruits of ſettled peace and mutual concord. 
The attentive Reader may have, perhaps, chert 
in the courſe of this Section, that we nave a 
treſpaſſed the boundaries of the FI RSH Parr of 
APPEAL. His obſervation is juſt, and we ere {ern 


1 py Law A 
| of the treſpaſs. It is true, the 1 T'iTLE, peraxee: 
5 my = - * i ve i 8 91 7 

bl ne FixsT PART, extended our narrative io t: 

19 

1 . —_ * C3 ; 9," . 
Ii than the 13th. day of December, 1782, es 

i 3 g 2 A LE 143 

! before explained, a final Agreement vk plac 
Wl. 

i 

0 92 a 1 

Fl (*). When we aſſert, that the diſturbances continued 

Wi 3 p - | 3 

Iſh during the ſpace of near four years, vs do not Mi 

10 [ 0 be Ss . Ri... 3 

10 th — fir ſt OrIin that 2ZIVC then Mm birth. 944 4 Like 14 


» * 1 © — — — = 4 — nid Mrees 0] 
etween the two Incumbents, the Original tours 

diſturbances, was of a date much antecior to 

ſpecified * but the Frblic diſtenſſions bore exactly 
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teen the Contending Parties, and we have ſtretched 
+ conſiderably beyond that period. This licence we 
dare preſumed to take; and truſt, not injudiciouſly. 
e intimate connexion between the poſterior tranſ- 
ons, we have included in this Section, and that 


Go wb 4 +4 


gereement, though prior to them, has a juſt claim, 
in our opinion; to the indulgence. of the Reader. 
They may all be conſidered as component parts of 
that Agreement, by which they were, both directed 


il enforced.—In a word, the Agreement, E 


at on under the auſpices of our rs ate, was, 
Hare the ground-work of reconciliation and 


peuce, and the conciliatory meaſures purſued in con- 
ſegucnce of it, and related in this Section, cemented 
tie work, and gave it firmneſs and Rtabilitv.-Tt 
would be needleſs, we Preſume, to dwell any loage; 
| ject of ſuch trifling importance. 


TY 
1 
_ 
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1 ? 1 41 2 * 25 
The End of the Firſt Part. 


"the new Differences now ſubſefting in the Catholic 


PART I 


aining A conciſe account of the Riſe and Progrejs 
rerepation of Liverpool. 


r 


'E SYMPTOMS OF FRESH COMMOTIONS ARE DIS- 
VERE), IMMEDIATE APPLICATION IS MADE 
215 HOP TO CHECK THEIR -PROCRESS ; 
»PLICATION IA. UNATTENDED TO; AND 
ETCTIVE PLOT IS CARRIED ON. 


1 viſible progreſs of peace, ſubſequent to 
Agreement approved of and ſigned by the 
biſhop: was too rapid not to alarm the jealous 
ans of ſome reſtleſs individuals, whom no 
the mot equitadle accommodation could 
% long as any Tage of their former conduct 
in any 207 8 light, or any part of 
une expectations failed of ſucceſs. In 
cite, 
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effect, the Agreement concluded at Preſton, 

the immediate direction of his Lordſhip, vas u. 
ſeouſlv "alithe d by Meſirs Emmott and William; 
and the reilons were of the moſt obvions 1 
Uiſnment of Mr. Williams's premate 
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i Propnec: , rezmectng the Faniſhment cf iy, 
3 - % 1 [4 & i. 5 1 — » 

7 cut of the Torn of Liverpool, was now 


to a greater diſtance than ever. The joint pred'{jcq 
of Meiirs Emmott and Williams, that, eres: 


9 
— — —e — . — 


% people might flatter themſelves, Mr. Harris 0.99 
[ never officiate again in the Chapel, was ! 

i contradicted by Mr. Harris re-entering the Chip: 
5 Mr. Williams was now reduced, by virtue of 
i Agreement, to one moiety of the income cf: 
0 Place, conformably to the primitive regulat 


5 


. his joint concern with Mr. Harris; and eren: 

bu moeity he was not allowed to receive but throug! t.: 

Me hands of Truſtees. The galling inf.ucnce of ze. 

. mortifying circumſtances was much enhanced by ! 

. much dreaded approach of the total reſtoration © 

4 Mr. Harris. This was on the eve of iss art, 1 

ff according to the repeated promiſes of his Lordi, 

| that, as ſoon as monies were collected ſufic': ' 
| contribute his proportion towards Aiſcharoins ; 
"W debts ſpecified in the Agreement, he ſhou!d beg. 

'k reſtored. 

1 In this conflict of interfering paſſions, and ruſe. 

„ by diſapointment and fruſtrated hopes, they 2 

1 recourſe to meaſures, the fatal effects of ic! \- 

{ ö have ſince ſeverely felt; for they blaſted in amn oy . 
i the tender bloſſoms of peace, and brou ot Joni 


$91.00 


in their ſtead the baneful fruits of bitter an 
and ſettled diſcord, 


> "ww 
— — — 
———— = 


— — 
I. Fu es 


Ez" 


— —— 


* — 
- © ERC IIGER A 


"_ 
— 


codon a. 


— 


To THE PUB LqLIC: 297 


The firlk intelligence of the new ferment, inſidi- 
lahr raiſed to check the progreſs of peace, was 
ied through the channel of his Lordſhip's cor- 
pngence, who, in anſwer to a letter from Mr. 

gare the unexpected 2: larm. As the contents 
both the letters are of re/p2Qive conſequence, 
inGrtion of them becomes of indiſpenſable ne- 


Copy of a Letter from Mr. Harris to the very Rev. 
* Mr. Gibſon, 

„My Lord. 

« In obedience to your kind intimation, concern— 
ng the time preſcribed by your Lordſhip for re- 
uelting the full exerciſe of my former Miſionary 
rep [ now preſuine to addreſs myſelf tc vour 
lip on this head. 

The e College ors appointed in conformity to the 
Agreement approved of by your Lordſhip, made 
heberday the firſt payment of the monies already 
collectec. The ſum, ] apprehend, is more than 
lumcient to pay tue debts ſpecified in that Agree- 
= 1 upon the receipt of my ſhare, I im- 
nediately ſignified to Mr. Williams my readineſs 
0 contribute my proportion towards cancelling 
me ſame, as ſoon as it might be agreeable to 


= „ Trus, I think, was the condition you were 
eaied to require of me, before I could be entitled 

further indulgence from your Lordſhip. 
ever this may be, I ſhall both receive and 
owledge it with than! Ks; and even dare flat- 
r mvfelf, tazt you will have no reaſon to 


„ repent 


— 
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«« repent of having confered the fayo:; 


ww 
x 
- 


* now humbly ſolicit in compliance 


1 am, 


ce NIN. 3 


66 
deure. 


* 


„ „ 4 4 — 1 | y 
„With the ſincereſt gratitude an 


- 7 1 CY . 
C + * On! Lordſhip 5 moſt obedient 


©CRAYMUND iI 


Liverpool, January 4, 17 


— 
CI 
fa 


The ſubmitive tenour of thi; Ie 


comment to recommend it co the 


Reader: the reception it met from 


will appear in tae following 


Copy of the Biſhop's Anſwer to 1 


«« Dear Sir, 


« I directed you to apply to me, wir: 


% Rents were collected and divided. 


e cording to the eſtabliſhed rules, I mu- 
© info:med of that circumſtance, viz. 

I flattered myiclf, that my lat 
ce to you would have contributed hight: 
«© peace. and union in the Congregution, 


ee. 


CORNCEYNT 10 hear 


«© me inexpreſſible 


I. 


«« proſped of it after my mad alfa « 


« endeavours to re-eſtabliſh 't. | can! 


«© that God may inſpire all with 


«« Chriſtian Charity, I remain, wit! 


of better times, 


% Dear Sir, 


* 1 i 92 
6 Vour very cbed 


«<< Headlam, 22d. Janu- 


7 
y | 


* 4 . % 
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114, Harris's immediate reply to his Lordſhip will 
5 us the trouble of ſome annotations on this un- 
ted and unpromiſing letter: it was as follows 
| Copy of Mr. Harris's reply to the above. 

« My Lord. 
« ] am extremely ſorry, I have ſo far miſtaken 


dur Lordſhip's directions to me, as to have appli- 
ed to you before the time preſcribed by your 
« Lordſhip. I did really underſtand, when at Preſ- 
ton, that I was to write to your Lordſhip in the 


' circumitances mentioned in my laſt ; and, I proteſt, 


had no other intention in ſo doing, than that of 


* complying with what J then thought incumbent on 


my duty. But, ſince I now find, I have been too 
- precipitate in the application, owing entirely to in- 


- 
-. 


.. 


ce 


if 


ro!antary miſtake, I hope your Lordſhip will at- 
tribute it to no other cauſe (). 


There is a clauſe in your Lordſhip's laſt favour, 


reſpecting the little praſpect you apprehend of a ge- 


neral peace and unicn in the C ongregation, which has 
2iven me inexpreſſible uneaſineſs and concern; 
etpeclally, as, you are pleaſed to ſay, you flattered 


yourſelf, that your late indulgence to me would have 


contributed highly to it. My Lord, I am not con- 
ſcious of any circumſtance whatever in my public 
or private capacity, ſince my return from Preſton, 
at can have the leaſt tendency to obſtruct ſo 

N „ wiſhful 


he fingular delicacy, with which Mr. Harris exculpates 
© L.ſhop's change of mind, relative to the condition here 


ki 


. 
81 *-\ 
*wSsS 1. 


to, oy ſtiling it bis own involuntary miſtake, is no proof 
iet das Condition, firſt required by his Lordſhip, was 


2 1 ; : N . * . = 
Dag lame which is mentioned in Mr, Harris's Letter of the 
* Of January. 
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25 wiſhful a proſpect. I have, in obedience 
« Lordſhip's directions, taken unremitted 
« from the Pulpit and out of doors, to; 


| cc cement the moſt cordial unanimiry 

1 «« neither do I know, to this day, any tray 

6 Whatever nan the Members of the Co! 1gre: 

7 that could give riſe to your Lordſhip? s fear 2 ind 
af «© as far as I can obſerve, the moſt flattert! r ſvrap. 
; | «« toms of a laſting concord ſeem percept ble ry 
i eye. —As a proof of this, J here take the 1:1; 99 4 
A *« tranſmitting to your Lordſhip an account et 
il large ſums of monies already paid into the har; 
4 4 f the Collectors, who never could have ſuccec!“ 
* % {o much beyond our expectations, had there bes 
| © any viũble diſunion in the place. 

. However, my Lord, ＋ J, or any of my fri 


(if ſuch diſtinction is now allowable), haws f 
% unfortunate, as to _ given any real cauſe, hit! 
© unknown to me, to alarm your Lerdſbip's frart, J, 
ce moſt earneſely entreat your Lordſhip to favour menith 
be the earlieſt information of the nature of the fault, thit 
66 J, Of they, may have an opportunity of” fatisfying peut 
% Lordſbip on that head. In this anxious expectatign 
50 remain, my Lord, 
«« Your Lordihip's moſt obedient and moſt humble 
„Servant, 
© RAYMUND ARR. 


Liverpool, February iſt. 1783.“ 


*3 


It is viſible from the dates of the two latl letter; 
from the Biſhop, that his Lordſhip's inexpre/i61- 
cern, reſpecting the little proſpect of a general eder as 
union in the Congregation, originated tom | forme a 
licious information he had received betet t 


1.0 _ 


er fenuary, the exact interval between his 
N "Ig letter to the Truſtees and that to Mr. 
|. 404 the ſubdolous information was ſo 1mpli- 
1 l ted by his Lordſhip, that he did not even 
ſafe to anſwer Mr. Harris's reſpectful letter. 
ence appears to us inexcuſable in every light ; 
on the tenor of that letter, the information ap- 
+24 wholly groundleſs, and he was ue earneſtly 
+++) to produce the allegations of the falſe In- 
er or Informers, that he might have an oppor- 
i; of knowing the real truth without diſguiſe, 
probably, his Lordſhip was determined t act 
2 to eſtabliſped rules, <vhich ſeemed to require 
t be ſrould be officially informed of that circumſtance, 
% Mr. Emmott, and no body elle. 


Tie Biſhop's ſuſpicious filence to Mr. Harris's 
ter, was much heightened, 1n the opinion of many, 
the Truſtees letter to his Lordſhip, upon the oc- 
bon, ſharing the ſame fate. Their letter, dated 
uary the 30th, 1783, was occaſioned by the alarm- 
intelligence conveyed to Mr. Harris, and was 
o preceded by a ſtrict enquiry into the grounds of 


T Av F_ 


Loreitup's fears. The Truſtees, in that letter, 
7 cxnowledging the laſt very obliging favour of 
zd. and giving a circumſtantial account of the 
Mzing ſucceſs of the Collectors, addreſſed them- 
*5:0 his Lordſhip in the following words. 


* But to our great ſurprize and concern, we find, 
ar Lordſhip has again been furniſhed with ſome 
dee and flanderous information: for, in your 
ter to Mr. Harris of the 22d. inſt. (which, as 
q it concerns the Congregation, he has, with 
dall degree of ſurprize, communicated to us, not 

N 2 © knowing 
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% knowing what to attribute it to) you £. : 
« me inexpreſſible concern to hear there is li::!> ; 
ee pect of a general peace and union in th 


| C 
1 «« gation, after my moſt aſſiduous and unn eite! 
"| «« endeavours to re-eſtabliſh it. By theſe word: 
6 «© your Lordſhip muſt have been informed | 

M or other of ſtrange and new ferment latcly 

"ll * out among the Congregation, which we no! 
9 5 clare to be totally ignorant of. If any of the Cor. 
jy gregation have hee diſguſted, fince we ha 
| © honour of meeting your Lordſhip at Prefion, 
8 «© has been owing to Mr. Williams being 01 
it « lous for the money, which induced him to pro. 
1 I! «© claim from the Pulpit t, that {b1/e, 0% had vet 


* money to pay with; muſt BORROW. Th. 
* only matter, to our knowledge, that has G1!) 
* any part of the Congregation. —On the conte 
«© ſome, who ſcarce looked at each other, 
« dially ſhake hands together; a en x 
e had quitted this Chapel, and gone to the! 
* one, are ſince returned; and one who had 
% departed totally from any Chapel, have Ante 7 
„ turned to their duty. 
«© To conclude, we moſt earneſtly requelt, !. 
| % your Lordſhip will be pleated to communicate 
"hy © us with convenient ſpeed, that we may have 
"ith « earlieſt opportunity of juſtifying e 
„ our characters have been aſperſed), the n. 
e the complaint to you, and the Author du; 


Auchel 
5 . . and 7 1h 
f ce the juſtification of our characters demand 

6 | and our juſt claims, we are determined t 
g 


„ « in and ſupport, nor will we tamen 
* ſuffer ourſelves to be any longer tracu-cs.: 


. ay 
. . , 1 
* Y\ as #4 > 


* out this our juſt requeſt being comp: 
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L a fear, that ſuch diſcontents, diſtruſts, and 
Eat douſies will ariſe, as may, in an eminent degree, 
[*« prove injurious to the Miſſion at large, as well as 
gion. We moſt carneſtly entreat your Lord- 
$ 11 9 * be graciouſly pleaſed to obſerve he Max- 

ihe Maxim, AuDI ALTERAM PARTEM, and 
«© that will ſhorten the controverſy, &c. 


* 
— — 


DE = = 


4 
4 
' 
G 
* 
1 
- 


and a little below in the Poſtcript,—** Since the 
« :5ove we are well informed, that two of Mr. Wil- 
«+!:ms's favourites and Mr. Emmott himſelf, who 
* |; perpetually reſorting to this Town, have lately 
been employed, unknown to us, and are ſtill em- 
oyed, in uſing the molt effectual means to fru- 
rate your Lordſhip's net afiduous and unwearied 
* exteaveurs to re-eſtabliſh peace and union, And 
* with reſpect to Mr. Emmott, we have poſitive 
proofs, that he has even offered a paper to ſome of 
de Congregation, ready for ſigning, without ever 
reading the contents: to what purpoſe, it is not 

| altcult to determine, But we cannot help ob- 
erring, that ſuch clandeſtine and undue proceed- 
"mg cannot be conſiſtent with a deſire of promoting 
peace, but is rather an incentive to new diſſenſions, 
"and an open reſiſtance to your Lordſhip's pacific 
junctions and views. — Indeed, we have no rea- 
a to latter ourſelves with any proſpe& of laſting 
peace, fo long as Mr. Emmott, whom we conſider 
tte RING LEADER of all paſt diſturbances, is 
ered to have the leaſt concern in the preſent 


**% # 


f, 


bare mor? than ſufficient reaſons to think, 
er. Williams is ſo diſſatisfied with the A gree- 
i: avproved of and ſigned by your Lordſhip, 

N 3 «« that 


1 
4 29.4 Au: ATEFEAL 
Fr 


1 ec that he will readily adopt any meaſure; th alte 
** if poſſible, even to the prejudice of public p- 
5 «« which, from the date of that Agreement 

5 «« ſpeedily cementing every day, not with 

. „information to the contrary.” 

i No adherence whatever to the etiquette of 

Wl | according to eſtabliſhed rules, will ever jullify, 
. opinion, his Lordſhip's ſilence to the aboxe, 
i Truſtees requeſt to the Biſhop, relative to i, 
Þ tious nature of the clindeſtine information le 
| j received, was viſibly founded on the principle: 

| | ſtricteſt equity: their characters, their verccit: 
1 | the peace of a numerous Congregation, now ep; 
41 re- united, were ſo materially concerned in 
5 ſubject of their enquiry „ that it demanded immedis 
| if compliance from his Lordſhip. The Biihop': lol; 
Fi ceclaration to them in a letter of a very 

1 | Cate, that e moſt rigid impartiali'z aud c 
ut | ſhould be his Rule, and a former afſerivn, 
5 | AvuDI aLTERAM PARTEM (Hear the other /« * 


a Max1m he obſerved in all debates, ſeemed 19 c 
ſome attention to their repreſentation, and ee! 
His unwillingneſs, therefore, to ſati:fy n 
juſt enquiries had every appearance of 
deviation both from the Maxim and t. be 
event will quickly ſhew, that the opp! 
Maxim were again embraced by his L. 1! 
fixed and invariable principle of conduc, ſoon 
the Agreement he had concluded at res, 


T7 
. 


The Biſhop's myſterious ſilence t9 
confronted with the diſtinguiſhed Þ lite 
leſt, made no ſmall impreſſion on the 13! 


Truſtees;: yer, it did not relent their Clos! 


ro Tr PU B:L 1 C. 295 


n promoting the general peace and union of the 
Congregation ; 1t only redoubled their efforts to trace 
e poiſonous ſource of the malevolent machinations 
tandeſtinely carried on to the prejudice of public 
peace. Having now acquired every necellary intel- 
ligence on this head, they haſtened to give nis 
Lordſhip the earlieſt information in their power; 
and the Contract, juſt concluded between Mr. 
Lundell of Ince and Mr. Clifton of Lytham, 
Horded them a favourable opportunity. Their 
Letter upon the occaſion, dated February 17th, 
1733, conveyed no marks of diſcontent or reſent— 
ment, which he had reaſon to expect from his 
civility to their laſt, It was a reſpectful addreſs, 
wacrein, aſter giving his Lordſhip a circumſtantial 
account of the Agreement concluded between Mr. 
Lundell and Mr. Clifton, and of the ſucceſsful 
progreſs of the Collectors, and the dividends made 
betueen the two Incumbents, they expreſſed them- 
(yes in the following words— 


c Wy. * o 
we now again beg leave to aſſure your Lord- 
{c 1 1 . ” . 
laip, that nothing in our power has been, or 


ATE 
12.1 be, wanting, to cement laſting peace and 


* Imony, by adhering ſtrictly to the injunctions 
8 advice you were pleaſed to give us, ſo con- 


*:aable to every duty of Chriſtian charity and 
veil 'Volence, 


ec 


ie 


Þ © RAM 
we are concerned to find, that Mr. Emmott 


144 
and Mr. Williams have been ſoliciting 1 people in 


„an and Country to ign a Paper, the purport 
which, we are formed: is of ſuch a nature, 
M Wil again ſtir up afreſh the deſſentions fo 
apply now ſubſiding. 'D hey have deſcended ſo 


N 4 flow 


16 
0 
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low, as to admit of people cf the loweg den- 
«« mination to ſign it — If any ſuch ſhould fad i. 
way to your Lordſhip, we doubt not of vs 
** treating it with the contempt it deſeryes,” ?“ 


And a little below: “ We cannot concli!- ie 
letter, without thanking your Lord{hip for yy 
«« moſt obliging favour of the zd, Ult. which 5 
«« filled our minds with moſt laſting impreſiy; 
« gratitude for your kind condeſcenſion and Padre! 
% care. In conformity to your pacific injun(! 
«© we have forbore to refute the falſe aferiiq; 

** nſe of to induce people to ſign the Paper a 

« to above, well knowing, that when Mr. 

« and Mr. Williams are convinced, that the 4 

« ment made on the 13th, day of December | 

„ under your auſpices, 5 de ſtrictly adhered t, 
4 all oppoſition and murmuring will ccaſe.“ 


The reſpectful tenor of this laſt application ms: 


with the ſame filent contempt from his Lordſlip, 5 
did the former two; and the Truſtees had now, tron 


the ſpecimen before them, a very convincing 77! 


that any further application to obſtruct the prog. 


Yi of the concerted Plot, would be treated un 
i ſame ſcornful filence. The Biſhop's conduct in ; 
bf particular would have been excuſable in ſome 625722, 
ih had he been able to produce a ſingie inſtance, a "0 
1 I the many informations he had before received fron 
0 the Truſtees, during the whole courſe of the Coates, 
ph in which he had been either deceived or m. ited: at 
1 | the oppoſite evidence of the contrary circ naar” 

Un. muſt not only render his partial conduc: 4. nexcuia9:: 
5 in every light, but will ever remain a Kan _ 5 5 


nument of this undeniable truth, that the des“ 
Nuts 


4 10 
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-1-tion of Peace, and the vehement and flaming 
fnfons now prevailing in the Congregation of 
[1;erpool, owe their exiſtence to that decided parti- 
lite, which, from his firſt interference in our un- 
:2ppy differences, has excluſively directed his atten- 
gen to the informations of one ſide. Whoever 
11; read the preceding part of this Appeal, will rea- 
acknowledge the truth of this obvious obſer- 
non. 
we are fully perſuaded, that, had the Biſhop been 
formed, that, inſtead of Meſſrs. Emmott and Wil- 
ams, Mr. Harris and the Truſtees ©* were employed 
| in uſing the moſt effectual means to fruſtrate 47s 
| Lordfhip's moſt aſſiduous and unwearicd endeavours 
o re-eſlabliſh peace and union, that they had even 
cfered a paper to ſome of the Congregation, ready 
** for ſigning, without ever reading the contents (*), 
and had been ſoliciting people in Town and Coun- 
| © cry to ſign a paper, tending to ſtir up again the 
| © illenſions then happily ſubſiding“, the informa- 
tion would have been immediately attended to. But 
by what rules of the moſt rigid impartiality and can- 
£ur, the information was diſregarded by his Lord- 
| (ip, when tranſmitted to him by the Truſtees againſt 
«elirs, Emmott and Williams, is eaſily determined 
em his Lordſhip's favourite line of conduct. The 
N 5 many 
It is worth obſerving in this re ſpect, that, as a perſon, 
_ om Mr. Emmott had offered the paper, here alluded to, 
mentioned in page 293 repreſented to him the poſſible danger 
ling ſome friend or friends by ſigning the unknown 
nts, he very pathetically replied, Sure, you don't think that 
ah lead 35u And to give the perſon the leſs ſuſpicion 
any artifice or fraud, he very carefully kept the paper and 
«er offered to read the contents, 


Con 


of 
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4.4 


many like inſtances of Outs informations, » 
tioned in the ſeries of this Narrative, - 
Favourite correſpondents, and implicitly cr 

his Lordſhip, are more than ſufficient acyl 
evince the truth of the above conditional e 


* ” 
18 


But be this as it may, the Biſhop's flence: 
many repeated remonſtrances bore a mo! unte. 
able aſpect, and it ſeemed now to portend ſome 
pending revolution. The two ſubſequent circum. 
itances were the forerunners of the approaching di. 


ſolution of peace and concord. 


We have before obſerved, that the Bilton 
promiſed Mr. Harris, that, as ſoon as mon 
collected, ſufficient to contribute his pro; 
wards cancelling the debts ſpecified in the Ag. 
of the 13th. of December, 1782, he ſhould! 
to the full exerciſe of his former functions, it hz 
likewiſe been obſerved, that, upon Mr. Harri 
application to his Lordſhip on that head, the cone 
tion was partly altered by the Biſhop, who, 
any further applications from him on tlie 
made that remarkable declaration, tat, , 79 a2 is 
cording to eftabliſhed rules, he muſt be Hv 
of that circumſtance, vix. oy Mr. 225 mott. 
declaration ſeemed to contain a tacit intimaiun 0 
Mr. Harris to give Mr, Emmott the earlie!: forms 
tion of the accompliſhment of that event, dat 
might convey it to his Lordſhip ; he, thercture, © 
the 27th. of February, 1783, two days after 2 6 
ſettlement of all money matters and accounts, e 
ſifting between him and Mr. Aer had t:.: 
place, informed Mr. Emmott, by let! | thateney 
circumſtance relative to that fabjec w. was now find 
determined, 


9114 
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it was now expected, that, agrecably to his 
-opeated pro omiſes and aſſurances, the Biſhop would 
-nmediately fuJkl his part, by reſtoring Mr. Harris 
6 the full exerciſe of his functions: but no vifble 
len 1 appearing of the promiled reſtoration during 
the long interval of above a month of ſuſpenſe, 
induced many, who judged from paſt tranſactions, 
o miſtruſt his Lordſhip's promiſes, and fear the 
worſt, They were not deceived: the ſequel will 
plainly ſhew, that nothing was farther from the 
bi mop's pred than the performance of his promiſe; 
and that wliatever his intentions miglhit have been 
when he firlt made it to Mr. Harris, he had come 
to a determined reſolution, ſoon after his departure 


tom Preſton, never to realize his promiſe. 


The ſecond circumſtance, that ſeemed to predict 
the approaching diſſolution of peace and concord, 
was the artificial procraſunation in executing the 
Conveyance Deed of the Chapel and Houſe adjoining 
to it, conformably to the Written ConTRACT 
concluded at Preſton between Mr. Blundell of Ince 
and Mr. Clifton of Lytham on the 13th, day of 
rebruary 1783. The repeated ſolicitations and 
remonſtrances of the Truſtees, to accelerate that 
important event, were artfully eluded, and the 
execution was poſtponed from day to day for reaſons 
of the moſt ſuipicious nature, The whole betrayed 
the moſt une quivocal ſymptoms of a pre-concerted 
Plot, not yet ri for execution. Who the principal 


Actors were in .xecation of it, will ſoon appear. 
$ . p | . . . ' | ; 
Here it is ii ot on us, in juſtice to the Wl 

28 f of Lytham, to remove 1 
rom his uni: „ lacter every diſhonourable Wl 


6 ſuſpicion 
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ſuſpicion of intrigue in the proſecution of the 7 


vr in the procraſtination of the Conveyance. 
His letter, upon the ſubject, to Mr. Blunt 


Ince, then in London, is a convincins 


of the rectitude of his conduct upon that ©. 


The following is a 


Copy of a Letter from Mr. Clifton to 7 


c Dear Sir. 


Ty 


«talks — 


J ſhall immediately give directions er 


** Conveyance to be drawn to your ſelf an 


«© Robert Gerard. 


«© troubl:ſome affair. 


ec] am, Sir, 
© Your ſincere friend &c. 
% 'ThHoOMAS CLIFTON” 
« Lytham, March 16, 1783“. 

The promiſe here made by Mr. Clifton was 17 
nourably tulflled without the leaſt detention. 
appears in a Letter from Mr. Sewall to Mr. Har, 
dated March 25, 1783, wherein he ha: tho 
words: I have received a Letter from Mr. Clit.cn, 
4 in which he deſires me to get the Conveyance 
«© Deed of the Chapel and houſe adjoining draw! 
c out immediately without delay”, &c.— los 115 
intentions were afterwards co unteracted, and the 0: 
nourable declaration he made on being inlorme 


I ſhall ſtrictly adhere | 
Agreement made at Preſton. It gives me »!- (4; 


*© to think, that we have put an end 


Fo 


the unjuſtifiable ſeizure of the Premiſes, he 


agreed to transfer in truſt to Sir Robert Gerard 
and Mr. Blundell of Ince, 
ſequel, 


& 
* 
* 


k 1 


* 
oY 
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will be ſeen in tas 
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drt HESTRUCTIVE PLOT is CONCLUDED. MES*RS, 
WILLIAMS AND HARRIS ARE BOTH SUSPENDED 

044 FXERCISING THEIR FUNCTIONS IU LIVER- 
POOL, A SHAM ELECTION OF CEAPEL-WARDENS 
rxkES PLACE IN OPPOSITION TO THE CONSTI- 
UTIONAL TRUSTEES. TWO MONKS TAKE CLAN-· 
DESTINE POSSESSION OF THE -' CHAPEL AND 


norsk ADJOINING TO ir. 


T is not our intention to pive the Reader a mi- 

nute detail of the progreſs of the deſtructive Plot, 
before it grew to its full maturity. It is ſufficient to 
{rm him, and the ſequel will evince it, that the 
whole was the immediate production of Meſſrs. Em- 
ver and Williams, and that its central point was 
to eſtect the removal of Mr. Harris from the Town 
of Liverpool, and to ſubvert the Conſtitutional ap- 
pointment of the Truſtees, Every other conſidera- 
ton was to be ſacrificed to the accompliſiment of 
theſe two favourite ſchemes, in competition with 
which the peace of a numerous Congregation, long 
viſrafted by inteſtine diviſions, and now happily re- 
united, was of no further value. In a word, after 
the Agreement concluded at Preſton between Meſſrs. 
blundell and Clifton, Mr. Williams could no longer 


I ment of 'Truſtees, and Mr. Harris, having now ful- 
filed every condition required on his part, had an 
undoubted right to the full incumbency of the Place ; 
but being determined to counteract, at all events, 
ais cquitable ſyſtem of peace, he ſo concerted mat- 
ters, 
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ters, with the aſſilance of Mr, Emmott, that, ratle, 
than Mr. Harris ſhould officiate in the Chapel F 
choſe to be removed himſelf in conjunction wi 
and a party was inſidiouſly raiſed to oppoſe t 
etabliſhed Government of the place.—Ilere ' 
few words the cauſe and drift of the ſubverſive | 
the criminal fource of the preſent evils, 


z Ne 


. 
vj NIN, 


1 
wie 


Various were the mancevres of the indefatigabe 
Vicar of Gill-moſs, and Mr. Williams, to forward 
this new Plan of diviſion and diſcord ; and thous; 
they were particularly entreated by the Repre. 
«© {ſentatives of the Body of Ex-jeſuits, afſembled 2t 
Wigan on the 17th. day of February, 1783, to! 
to meddle in the affair in any ſhape, becaule they 
„did not conſider themſelves entitled to inter%: 
directly or indirectly in nominating or removins 
« Incumbents in future at Liverpool”(*) ; yet they 
perſiſted, with unrelenting fervour and zeal, in th; 
proſecution of the factious ſyſtem, 

The incidental circumſtance of Mr. Blundel!”: 
journey to London about this time, was eagerly em. 
braced by Mr. Emmott as a favourable opportunity 
of compaſling his deſign, notwithſtanding he had been 
earneſtly adviſed by the Brethren not to attempt any 
thing in the buſineſs, without the previous approvz 
tion and conſent of Mr. Blundell ; he being now? 
joint-Truſtee with Sir Robert Gerard, by virtue ct 
the late written Contract concluded between dun 
and Mr. Clifton.—In effect, it was after his cepat- 


Lure, 


(*( See the Second Reſolve of the Committee of the Memos 
of the Lancaſhire-Diſtrict, inſerted in the Liverpool Papers d 


, 
* 


31ſt. of July, 1783, in a letter from Mr. Sewall to Mr. s 
M. Donald. 


ro Tas PUBLIC. 30 


ture, and not before, that Mr. Emmoft obtuned 
dom the Biſhop, who was privy to the new converted 
plan, the Suſpenſions of the Incumbents. This 
2cquifition was kept a profound Ok from Mr. 
Blundell of Ince, Mr. Harris, and his friends; but 
Sir Robert Gerard had had the ee ot them 
eme time before the Incumbents were ſerved, anc 
Mr. Williams and ſome of his favourites were alſo 
entruſted by Mr. Emmott with the important ſecre 
all evident marks of a clandeſtine combination. 

The day was now fixed for the opening of the 
budget; prior to which Mr. Williams had even 
boaſted of his approaching doom, for no other reaſon, 
but becauſe he had now obtained his ardent wiſhes 
of the ſecond Suſpenſion of Mr. Harris —Accord- 
ingly, on the evening of the zd. day of April, 1783, 
after a few turbulent Auxiliaries had been muſtered 
up by the Vicar of Gill-Moſs, to ſecond his opera- 
tions in the intended Theatrical inauguration of 
CHAPEL-WARDENS, and the induction, or rather 
I*TRUSION of the pious Monxs, now upon the 
r ready to INvaDE the Premiſes, he opened the 

agle ſcene of new diſſenſions, by reading to Meilrs. 
> 0s and Harris two ſeparate e of the 
ong dated Suſpenſions, both of the fame tenor and 
purport ; copies of which he immediately delivered 
to them (*}, 


We 


(*) It may not be improper to obſerve, that, though the 
owing of ſuſpenſion were dated March 16, 1783; yet Meſſrs 
Williams and Harris were not ſerved with them till the evening 
of the 3d. of April following. As no inclination was wanting 
vn the part of the Vicar or of Mr, Williams, we are at a loſs 


how 
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We ſhall now PO . the natural curioſity 
Reader with a faithſul Tranſc. 4 1. , = 
by inſerting that of Mr. Harris ver only one 11 
poſſeſſion) in its Original La Dres, 
Who are unacquainted with the N 
their curlofity gratined by conſulting thi 
Tranſlation of it into Engliſh, which fol! 
Latin copy. 


Copy of the Latin Suſpenſion of Mr. Harti: 

% Reverende Domine Raymunde Harri 

«& HaQtenus omnibus infeliciter tentatis ad 
cc tus evellendum diſſidia, & reſtituendum opta 
mam Catholicorum animis pacem & concordizn 
** extremum adhibere remedium cogit nos, invi: 
« licet ac reluctantes, ſuſcepti muneris ratio, et 
% unanimis œquè judicantium opinio. 


1 


« Quapropter prohibemus tibi ſub pœnä ſuſpen. 
e ſionis a Divinis, 1pſo facto incurrendæ (ſecluſ 
« caſu neceſſitatis extreme), ne munus e e 
CC parochiale exerceas in Urbe, vulgò dicta, Liver. 
© pool, in Comitatu Lancaſtrienſi, vel in quolibet 
loco ditioni noſtræ ſubdito, qui ab cadem Urbz 
«© non abeſt decem Milliarium intervallo. 

Inſuper prohibemus, ſub pena ſaſpenſon 
© Nobis infligende, ne M—ſs—m elcbres in dict 
« Urbe, vel in ejus Vicin!a, qu duo, faitem, com: 


4 
| B 


c plectatur millia paſſuum, abique licenti 


* 
[| » 
a * 0 4 * 


1 


Mar 
Nodls, 


how to account for the deiay.---It is alſo very obſervable, tnat 
the ſuſpenſions were not ſigned by the Biſhop till f 
aſter Mr. Blundell of Ince ſet out for London; the exact , 
of time in the courſe of the Poſt for his Lordiliip to be cs. 
informed of that circumſtance. 


'£ a 
RAY 


Demandato IIluſtriſſimi ac Reverendiſſimi 


Land to reſtore the much wiſhed:fos peace and 


Licence, either from Us, or: from One of our 
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Nobis, vel ab uno e Vicarns noſtris Gencralibus 
in. Script obtenta. 
Datum in Loco ſolito Noſtræ Reſidentiæ 
«© Die 16a. Marti, 1783. 
«MATTHEUS COMANENSIS Epiſcopus, V. A. 


Kh : 5 
„Domini mei Epiſcopi Comanenſis 
% ARTHñHURUS STORY, Secretarius.“ 


be 


— 


A Litera! Tranſlation of the Latin Suſpenſion, 

«© Reverend Vir. Raymund Harris. 

19 1 1 1. 5 TI Welt! IT o{: A - 
C 14841 oF nlitherto 2 WI a! 1 ſucce 3 every 
cans radically to extirpate diſtenſions, 


concord to the minds of Cathclics, the Duty of 
he Office veſted in us, and the almoſt unanimous 
| table ts "APY us, though 


luctant, to apply the laſt remedy. 


c Where "Ns We forbid you, under pain of 
Suſpenſion à Divinis, to be incurred, ½%½ facto, 
(ſare the caſe of extreme neceſſity), to exereiſe 
any Parockial Duty in the Town, commonly 
called Liverpool, in the County of Lancaſter, or 
in any Place ſubject to our juriſdiction, not diſtant 


from the ſame Town, the ſpace of Ten Miles. 


Moreover, We forbid you, under pain of 
Suſpenſion, to be inflicted by Us, to celebrate 
Meſs in the ſaid Town, or in its Neighbour- 
ncod, within the diſtance of, at leaſt, two thou- 


land paces, without havin g firſt obtained a written 


Vic Icars 5 General. 
« Given 
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© Given in the Ordinary Place of our Res 
On the 16th. Day of March, in the Vent 15 


** MaTTHEw Biſhop of Comana, Apoflolie 
«« By order of the moſt Illuſtrious and mo? Þ 


wil I 
*© My Lord Biſhop of Comana 


© ARTHUR 'STORY, Seccetzry. 


Some particular circumſtances, attending t 
cond Suſpenſion of Mr. Harris, engage us te 
a while before we proceed farther,” Then are 
follow 


The Biſhop had promiſed Mr. Faris, when 7 
Pea that, as ſoon as monies were collected fs. 
cient to contribute his proportion toward N 
the debts ſpecified in the Agreement approve dif 5 
fiened by kb Lordihip, he ſhould then be relored 9 
the full exerciſe of his functions in Liverpo:l: and 
no ſooner that condition Was verified, and all ngen. 
matters finally ſettled, but, inſtead of fully —_— 
him, he ſuſpended him a-new from the ex 763% ot 
every function whatever, even cf that public; 
which, as mentioned before, he 524 then 1 
him to perform. 


2. Prior to this ſecond Suſpenſion, the Biſhop hal 
ceelared, that, as Mr. Harris had given cv ery n necet- 
ſary ſatisfaftion, the Canons of the Church required, 
that he ſhould be reſtored to his former ſtation in 
Liverpool; but no ſooner his Lordſhip fignifed l. 
intention to Mr. Emmott, reſpecting the relorat 
of Mr. Harris, but Mr, Emmott replied, with true 


1 


Chriſtian ee that, if his 1 lip meant to 
Te inſtate Mr. Harris he 1 ;Uſ7 emp! 2 anther Vicar, 


*, UJ 
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;. The reaſon aſſigned by his Lordflip in the 
ove Formule for. ſuſpending Mr. Harris a ſecond 
time, contrary to his promile to reſtore him to the 
fl exerciſe of his functions, as mentioned before, 
f ite! ally this and no other, viz. that He had tricd, 

if 


* * = 
* 
. Veg, -_ 
- = 


22 
1 


8 2 
— . — 


eviihour ſucceſt, every other means radically to extirpate 
difien bene, and to reſtore the much awifhed-for peace and 
-ncord to the minds of Catholics, Here is no charge 
whatever againſt Mr. Harris of 3 raiſed the 
/1+h:/od new diſſenſions, or impeded the reſtoration 
of ncace and concord: the whole reſts entirely on his 
Lordſhip's want of ſucceſs, in radically extirpating 
> ſuppoſed diſtenſions: nor was there the leaſt 
om for the charge; for it is evident from the fore- 
going relation of fats; « and it was a thing well known 
0 the B Diop, that, ever ſince the Preſton Agreement 
of tne 13th, of December, Mr. Harris had co-operate 
c: with his Lordſhip in radically extirpating aft 
ciienſtons, and reſtoring peace and concord, both 
from the Pulpit, and by "his own example, in adher- 
ing with the utmoſt ſcrupuloſity to every article cf 
that Agreement. It was alſo well known to the 
Piſhop, that, inſtead of fomenting new diſſenſions or 
hindering the reſtoration of peace and concord, he 
no ſooner was acquainted by his Lordſhip with the 
malicious information he had received, that the: e 
little projpet of a general peace and uio1 : the Con- 
gregation, but immediately entreated 15 's 1 Ap it 
the moſt carneſt manner, that he might be —_ 
with the earlieſt information of the nature of toe fault, 
140 ther unknown to him, that iF be or his friend's bad 
den any real cane to alarm his fears, they might 
lacie an 6: /portunity ef ſatisfying Him on that head.— 
This is not the language of a friend to diſcord, but 
2 peace and concord, 
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4. Whatever other means the Bi! hop might have 
tried, unknown to us, radically to extirbate cis, 75 
and to reffore peace and concord, it is manifeſt 
his unalterable ſilence to Mr. Harris's Letter ar 
two laſt from the Truſtees, in which he had re. 
poſitive information that Meſſrs Emmott an. 
liams were buſily employed in raſipg freſh diſta. . 
ces, it is manifeſt, that his Lordſip refaſed to + 
the moſt neceſſary means of all, that cf 77-4 
Side as well as the Other, according to the (; 

. Maxim Aupi ALTERAM PARTEM : had he 
ſo, he would have had the ſatisſ:&tion to Und, th 
Diqſenſions had been radically eætirpated, ani te 
wifted-for peace and concerd reoftored 
Catocol:icis. 
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The two eſpecial clauſes in the above For: 
of Loipen nſion, diſabling Mr. Harris from entre? 
his functions in the Town of Liverpcol, and al 
him the liberty of exerciſing them at two lim! 
diſtances from that Town, muſt naturally rer ad 
the Reader of what we have frequently repeated 
the courſe of this Appeal, that tke GRAND OBE: 
in view, in the proſecution of almoſt every Fg 
adopted in the different ages of this intvicate 
Conteſt, has been the removal of Mr. Harris 03 


— - _ 


0, 197 


— — — — = 


| þ of the Town of Liverpool, 

nf Wit 

[bl il 6. How the Hnnccent Mr. Williams came id ©- 
. ſuſpended in copjunction with Mr. Harris, 
gaueſlion we dare not venture to reſolve. 4 8. 
„ Formules of their Suipenſio ns were literal copies C: 


| 0 4 — 
j each other; the reader, who has attentively ts 
is in that of Mr. H. Iris, a 2d weig head ſome ch aracteri! 

Wal facts that preceded the ſuſpenſion of Mr. Wil Ne, 


* 


. 11 d >» 4. 
Walt 
£3 4 l ii 
: [4 \ 
1 
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Gil need little aſſiſtance to form a proper eſtimate 
of the merits of the Queſtion. 

We hope, that the intereſting nature of the ſix 
preceding circumſtances, which attended the firſt 


„ w 


openinz of the new Scene of the enſuing diſſenſions, 


will ſufaciently justify in the eyes of the indulgent 
reader this almoſt neceflary digreſſion.— To reſume 
zue thread of the Narrative, we muſt now preſent 
kim with the Second part of that Scene; viz. the 
ladicrous in{tallation of the ever illuſtrious, but ſhort- 
lived CHapPrL-WaRDENS, which immediately ſuc-— 
ceeded the S uſpenſion of the two Incumbents, 


— 


The merits of this ſham Election were accurately 
diſcuſied fome months ago in the Public Pr add and, 
a: we do not find, that the arguments there uſed by 
the Conſtitutional Truſtees to evince the palpable 
legality of that Election, were ever contradicted by 
their violent Antagoniſt, notwithſtanding his boaſts 
and furious menaces, we think it neceſſary to infert 
their Publication in this place. But we muſt pre- 
viouſly acquaint the Reader with the following par- 
ticulars.— iſt. At a meeting, held at the £4 \noecl-Inn, 
in Dale- ſtreet, on the 3d. day of April, 1783, Meſſrs. 
Thomas Unſworth Sen. Pluillip Chriſtian Sen. and 
adam Mandeville, received the inveſtiture of Caa- 
PEL-W ARDENS in the manner declared in the ſub- 
lequent Publication, 2d. The Rev. Mr. Arch. 
M Ponald, fo frequent]: ly quoted, is one of tne two 
jeus MoxnK35, who, as will be mentioned in the ſe- 
quel, took clandeſtine poſſeſſion of the Chapel and 
Houſe a cjuining, ſoon after the two Incumbents were 
ulpended, 3d. The ſaid Mr. Arch. M Dona! ald, 
Fer to the ſubſequent Publication, had S10G NED 

ſome 


319 A APPEAL 


ſome publications in the public prints, vherct, 


language, many notorious falſities to juſtify h! cg. 
deſtine ſeizure of the Premiſes, and the illega! 

the above ſpurlous Election ( 4th. The |; | 
the following Publication, expreſſed in Lali, ue 
the Hand-bill inſerted in it, are literal 2ortigr 


taken from the Publications, which had before as. 
deared in Mr. M Donald's name. 

The Reader is now at liberty to peruſe the Publ. 
lication juſt announced, ſigned by the Conſtitution. 
Truſtees, and inſerted in the Liverpool Papers of the 
7th. of Auguſt, 1783.—It was as follows 

To the PuBLic. 


©« CHaPEL-WaRDENs fully demonſtrated. 
« Nothing can be a greater evidence of MI. 
«© M Donald's incorrigible propenſity to deceive the 
« Public, than his account of the Election of tic 
% pretended Chapel-Wardens, inſerted in this Paper 


« of the 10th. of July laſt, It is an aggregate cf 


© ſuch deliberate falſhoods, that the bare recital of 33 
« ſome deciſive facts, confronted with his account by 
«© and ſome other curious papers, ſigned by Meſirs, We: - 
« Thomas Unſworth Sen. Phillip Chriſtian Sen, and my 
« Adam Mandeville, will be ſufficient to demonſtrate = op 
«« the illegality of their appointment. Th 
« Ve 4 

T de 

(*) We ſay, that Mr. M*Donald had ſigned ſome publications of 

in the public Prints; becauſe the modeſt PRILALEZ TAE, 2 F bet 
contemporary Writer, has poſitively aſſerted in ſome. of us =). 
periodical Publications to the ſubje& of the preſent Differenseg 1 16. 
that Mr. McDonald was not the Author of them, but a Brother $ 


Monk of his, whom he has deſcribe! in colours, too perſonal tb 
diſguiſe the MAN. 
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« We are told by Mr. Arch. M Donald, that 
on the 3d, of April a mecting was held of the 
Chief Members of the Congregation, that is, of 
e who had principally, if not wholly, contriouted 
the fir# building and afterwards repairing the 
Chapel. The printed Notice of the 4th, of 
April, ſgned by the three menacned Gentlemen, 
informs us, that the meeting conũſted of ſuc 

perſons only, as pay 245 per annum, or upwards, 

„and that their number, out of 47 Qualified 
Bench-holders, amounted to 28. Ajl theſe con- 
tent aſſertions are unqueſlionably falſe.—Firſt, 
' becauſe Mr. John Parker was the only one there 
' preſent, who had contributed to the firſt building 
of the Chapel, and a!l their contributions to- 
gether, for repairing the fame, were not equal 


A 
*A + 


*to one fifth of the expences incurred, which 


” 09 


F amounted to about ax0.C.— Secondly; ecauſe 
not all the 28 perſons, ſaid to have been preſent 
at the above meeting were Qualified, Bench-holders, 
paying, at leaſt, 24s per annum; it being well 
drann. that there were only about nine or ten 


that deſcription, ſome of whom were alread 
4 found to abide by the Appoiatment of Truſtees, 
and that Meſſrs Kerby, Copple, Waring, Lynch, 
EF o:apleſs, Naylor, Chriſtian Jun. Slater, &c. &c. 
cc 


wo certainly were there, and were included in 


ec * * 


wat Number, do not come under any ſuch 


PN WEI . 

' £:.cription of Bench-holders, nor, indeed, ſome 
1 77 „ 2 

ot them under any Celcription at all.—Infine, 
& hoc. 

Þ. 


uy the Collective number of real Qualified 
h-holders is not 47, as may be ſeen in the 


"ay Lift of ſuch Perſons, now in the poſſeſſion 
of the Acting Truſtces, 


3 
Je 


ce We 
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« We are further informed by M. 
MM Donald, that prinied bill TREE 
wy naming the place, day, and hour of net. | 
e prevent future complaints, that the en 
«© called vas clandeftine,—PBut Will Mr. M4 
„ indulge us with direct anſwers to the follc 

«« queſtions? When were the bills circulated 
«© whom ? By whoſc authority? Amon»! „hen 
© were they diſtributed? Did not Meſlrs | 
«« Williams, and himſelf, with a fele& tow, 1! 
e the operations of that aſſembly ?—The fat 
the Bills were anonymous, were Circuli:c! b. 
*« unknown emiſſaries, between ten and «ce; 
o clock of the preceding night, and were 
„ criminately diſtributed among qualified an! 
„ qualified Bench-holders, ſeveral of the 
«« deſcription being entirely neglested. The Mezting 
« itſelf, which had every appearance of a "Joh 
% Mob, was preſided over by an unqualifed Benci- 
© holder, and, though repeatedly aſked by d. 
«© Truſtees, no one durſt own the Author ef: 
« printed Bills, or the perſon's name, by 
© orders they were diſtributed and the Meets 
© convened (*).—All evident marks of an ille- 


junto, 


(*) Mr. Stephen Bromley, Apothecary to our Infirmary, s 
ſeemed to have the principal direction of the Meeting, was tis 
only Perſon, who had reſolution enough to anſwer the T: vie 
and, SUPPOSE, fail he, with a conſequential tone of voice, 705 
POSE, IT WAS II Probably, the opinion he entert: ined ct : 
efential ſervices he had before rendered to the Cauſe of Op! 
in digeſting that judicious Cope of RESOLVES, comme 
Tart ChaikMAN's RESOLVES, inſerted in p:%e 167, Kc. * 
him think, that he had an excluſive right to ſtand f rer Xx p 
the Conteſt,---In all probability, the Reader will find, ete! 5 
another inſtance of Mr. Bromley's perſonal exertion: in te pe 
brolls. 
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o, and a clandeſtine cabal, contrived to foſter 
„ non and ſchiſm.— The very anonymous Bil! 

mul give evidence againſt them: it read thus: 

5 «© LIVERPOOL, 2d. APRIL, 17583, 

« Your company is defired at the great Room, at the 
« {noel-Inn, at fix o'clock to morrow evening, 3d. Inj?. 
* ber i chuſe Chapel. MWardens or managers for 

1 , Edmund ſtreet, conform- 
« ably 15 an Agreement lately made between Thomas 
Cen of Lytham and Henry Blundell of Ince, 
ure. -N. B. In caſe of failure, or nen-compli- 
« p:ce avith this Notice, you will be deemed to vote 

**h the majority of Bench-holders aſſembled, 

« But how could a Meeting, for the purpoſe of 

ing Chapel-Wardens, be conformable to the 

\270ement made between Meſſrs. Clifton and 
nac, wherein no mention is made of any 
Eh vnconftitutional Officers as Chapel-Wardens, 
herein the Acting Truſtees were eſpecially 
mentioned, as having been already elected, and 
enpowered to act for the ſpace of three years, from 
Ef (16:7 firſt appointment (+)? 
E © But Mr. M Donald is pleaſed to inform us, and 
do verbatim the Self-calling Chapel- Wardens, 
Fin a letter to Mr, Blundell, dated June 27th. 1783, 
= nt te Meeting was called in order that the World 
Fail know who thoſe were that really compoſed the 
KF oricte/ft and the moſt reſpectable part of the Congrega- 
f fo, we muſt believe, on their irrefragable 
dor'ty, that 28 perſons, ſaid to have been pre- 
nt at the meeting, compoſe the greateſt part of 
I O « that 
14 i) See the Extract from that Agreement, inſerted in page 
F416. 230, 


4y 
A ©. 
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** that numerous Congregation (*).—Howeye:, 

Mr. Arch. they were unanimouſly choſen, ard in. 
© diately proceeded to execute the powers cute ed 2: 
ce them. — But, if we are to judge from Fact, "th 

«« powers were very limited; for it appears, t. 
ce though they nominated a Collector, and did 
66 collect ſome Rents, which were 0" o eſt 


ce that they have any power to divide 1 chem. 


It is probably this want of power, or the! 
c ability to execute their truſt, that has induced \- 
«© M Donald to wreſt it out of their hands, in in. 
ce tation of the old favourite Plan, formerly ados 
„ by the ſenior Incumbent; and by velling i. 
6 himſelf, though not without their cor ſent, he 
tc effectually aboliſhed the farcical inſtitutian 
office of Chapel-Wardens: their conſent, whethe 
<< extorted, or otherwiſe, appears from the fchonnz; 
« words in the above letter to Mr. Blunde!! « 
« Letting Benches, and receiving moncy for 
geen always the prerogative of the Inc! 


belongs to the preſent. However £66: 


(®) We cannot ſufriciently admire the wry fr cv. 


the moſt reſpectable part of the Congregation at 1 
never attempted to favour the World with the names Gi 
28 perſons, ſaid to have compoſed that Mon LE Convert: 
we have reaſon to ſuppoſe, that they pic. tnemi 
from among the ref, as an excluſive ſpeciinen of Ren 
TAELENESS., 
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1 41 proved in a former Publication (&); 
65 el , pe” mew to every diſcerning perſon, that 
« this c 2nfe! non of the fictitious Chapel-Wardens 
ia manifeſt condemnation of their former conduct 
in receiving » monies, &c. and of the illegality of 
«© their app! intment to that effect; and, that ſince 
hey plainly own they have neither power nor 
| 


Authority to act, their aſſumed title and office is 


— 
La. we » 


: now Ceclared by themſelves imaginary and null. 


cc Yet, notwithſtanding all theſe inconfutable facts, 
« exincing to e e the illegality of their 
-&ion, and the non- -entity of their office, wwe /ce, 
* (fays Mr. M* Donald) in the proceſs of {heir Elec- 
e tion, every mark of fer/ons regularly choſen to the 
„ faticn they Feld. But Mr. M Donald mult have 


* 


TH 2 0 


a5 ceſpicable opinion of their ſenſe, as of their 
* 0Ac1al Has if he thinks they are incapable of 
' perceiving the buricſque he puts upon them and 
their theatrical dignity, 


FP 9 


* 


= 


IO the proofs hitherto enforced, though fully 
ſufficlent to demonſtrate the illegality of their ap- 


dintment, we beg leave to add the following be- 
fore we conclude, 


60 Eis 


T ITI * 


- 
LY 


The Original Agreement, now in the 
poſſeſlon of the Acting Truſtees, ' admits of no 
O 2 * ſuch 


+ Part of the Publication, here alluded to, has been inſerted 


de 143, &c: but to prevent the inſertion of the other 
Ke evincing the falſity of the above aſſertion, we refer the 
Reader to mg ExTzacT from the ORIGINAL CHARTER 
© Chapel, which has been inſerted in page 148 and 1494 
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„ ſuch Officers, as Chapel-Wardens ; 
«© certain number of 'Truſtces, for the managem 8 
« of its temporal concerns: therefore their app! 1 | 
©« ment is unconſtitutional and null. 


but on! 


«« Second. The Agreement made between \! 
4 Blundell and Clifton, conformably to Which 
«« Meeting for che Election of Chapel-Warde; 
* ſaid to have been convened, admits of ro 6. 
Officers as Chapel- Wardens, but a certain * 


© of Truſtees; therefore their appointment is nul! 


“Third. The number of the pretended Cl 
* Wardens (were they even Conſtitutional ( 
* being confined to Tarts, renders tlicir j!! 
„null; becauſe the original eſtabliſhment of tle 
«© Chapel requires more than Three public Ogg. 
« for the management of itz temporal concerns, 


«« Fourth. Since no new Election, not even 
« Truſtees (much leſs of Chapel- W rden) ;), Ca 
« valid till the expiration of three year: "Ds th 
«« date of the la, the Election of the pretended 
* Chapel-Wardens (were they allowable) muß 
invalid on this head; fince the Acting Tru: 
« have only ſerved about one year and an half. 

«« Fifth. The very pretended Chapel-Ward 
cs well as all holders of Benches and parts o 
« four or five excepted, have openly and GQelib: 
«© acknowledged the legality of the appointmi 
«© the Acting Truſtees, by paying one year's rer. 
of their reſpe&ive Benches into the hands of tt! 
Collector, and accepting of their Receipts, 28 
« proper diſcharge : their official appointment, theres 
„fore, in oppoſition to that of the Acting Trullees, 
becomes unconſtitutional and illegal. 


* 
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« The above is ſubmitted to the judgement of the 
candid and impartial Public, by 
ROBERT LAWRENCE, 


©« JoHN KAYE. 
„ CHRIS. BUTLER. Acting Truſtees. 

z 

ANDREW Rosso. | 


„% Hexry BILLIN GE. J 


is circumſtantial and unanſwerable account of 
e Lircical inſtitution of the ſelf-calling mos r KE“ 
rant Chapel-Wardens, planned oat and ex- 
ecuicd under the immediate directions of Meſirs. 
mmott and Williams, needs no additional explana- 
on to evince the viſible illicitneſs of their proceed- 
and the ſeditious tendency of their intrigues. 


die only ſtep now remaining to complete the new 
em of diviſion and diſcord, was an Act of the 
04 glaring and deliberate injuſtice : an AR, which, 
dong as INJUSTICE holds a place in the catalogue 
ef crimes, no efforts, but of the looſeſt caſuiſtry, will 
þ ever attempt to juſtify : ſo viſible is the guilt inherent 
© '2 1t.—We have before obſerved, that on the 3d. day 
© April, previous to the Suſpenſion of the two In- 
ö tumdents. and the ſham Election of Chapel-Wardens, 
0 pious Monks were on the ſpot, ready to invade 
« Promifes of the Chapel and Houſe adjoining on 
lie firſt lignal for a N e attack. This being 
Je given by the Rev. Vicar of Gill-Moſs, the 
0 belligerent Monks, who watched the happy 
ment of their ix rRVsIOx with anxious vigilance, 
tantly repaired to the devoted Place, which was 
lately ſurrendered at their diſcretion, by Mr, 
ms giving clandeſtine p. Loren of the 3 to 
Mr. Arch. M Donald, without the autho— 
O 3 rity 
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rity, conſent, or approbation of the Owners; n: 
in direct oppoſition to their authority, ap; Nobel _ 
or conſent (*).—Thns were the Monks ixTery;. 
to the INcUumBENCY of the Place !J— The; 

eſtorts to vindicate the unjuſtiſiable ſeizure will 
fully diſcuſſed in the following Section. 


Ss £& C44 0D N- . 


A SUCCIKCT REVIEW OF THE PRINCIPAL Þ:! 
TIONS. AND LETTERS, CCCASIONED BY THE 
TRUSION OF THE MONKS. 


T 15 natural to conclude from the tranfaclicn: 
ſtated in the precedent Section, that the fatal 
change now brought about by the joint ctforts c. 
Meffrs Emmott and Williams, would be proucur? 
of conſequences of the moſt pernicious 125 
eflect, the ſacred bonds of recent peace and coneo!s 


were now totally diſſolved, the Congregation wa: 525 


F Artie ; \" 


in twain, and an open rupture of tae Part: 
after enſued. 

The new Syſtem of diſcord, now on at, © l 
aloud on the Conſtitutional 'Truitees to protec: «+ 
the utmoſt the injured rights of their Con{itvent 
and the People at large, whoſe repreſentarcie: | 
were, Their firſt ſtep was a periona! mans, 


ds a v*7 


(*) The Rev. Mr. Brewer of Woolton, former!» 
was the other Monk, who, as a temporary 4's 
intruded by Mr. Emmott to the Incumvency of th 
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ith the pretended new Incumbents, who, unable 
o produce any viſible authority to juſtify their late 
:i-ure of the Premiſes, declared to the Truſtees, 
hat they had been authorized by the Rev. Mr. 
"mmott to ſettle in the Place as Incumbents of the 
Chapel in Edmund-ſtreet, and to take poſſeſſion of 
the ſame as well as the Houſe adjoining, and that 
they ſuppoſed, that Mr. Emmott had had his autho- 
rity from Sir Robert Gerard, as one of the Truſtees, 
rominated by Mr. Clifton in the Agreement he had 
made with Mr. Blundell of Ince on the 13th, day 
of February 1783.—On the ſtrength of this un- 
ſatis factory information, the Truſtees waited on Sir 
Robert Gerard, on the 8th, of April, in order to 
enquire into the merits of the /uppo/ed authority: and 
the authority, as might be expected, proved a Acitious 
one; Sir Robert's declaration to the Truſtees was 
as explicit as words could deviſe. He had never, 
laid he, given any authority whatever for the Monks 
% act as Incumbents in the Old Chapel, or to take 
Hallen of the ſame and the Houſe aajnining c he 
added further, that he avould not at ſingly in the 
matter without the concurrence of Mr. Blundell of Ince, 
jeint-Truftee with him for the Premiſes on behalf of 


the C ongregation, 


Sufficient as this declaration was to ſatisfy the 
Truſtees official enquiry, Sir Robert proceeded far- 
ther; for, while the Truſtees were yet at his houſe, 
he wrote a letter to the new pretended Incumbents, 
directed to the Rev. Mr. M Donald, in which he 
diſavowed the ſuppoſed authority in the moſt explicit 
ms. This letter, which the Truſtees, not only 
ruled at the requeſt of Sir Robert, but conveycd it 

D's: 0 
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to the perſon to whom it was directed, was 5 . 
lows : | 


Copy of a Letter from Sir Robert Gerard to Me. 
M Donald and Brewer. 
«© Gentlemen. 

“ You muſt not think e in poſſeſſion + 
the Houſe and Chapel at Liverpool, 
*« Blundell and ſelf have had a meeting. 

an. 


untill M. 


“ Gentlemen, 
© Your humble Sort 


"I 


e D ROBERT Cans, G:i2 it 


The unpleaſing tenour of this letter, ſubverſive © 
every pretention to any previous authority from 
Sir Robert Gerard, in juſtification of the late e. 
deſtine ſeizure of tne premiſes, induced WIr. 
bald to court now the approbation of M dell 
of Ince, which, a little before, in the conte vt ©: 
conference with the Truſtees, he had tr FATE 
the utmoſt indifference and contempt: a ſtile periec../ 
congenial with his nature, —His letter upon es 
caſion, which, without loſs of time, he tranſmi: 
to Mr. Blundell, then in London, had more of art 
than truth.— To juſtify the late clandeſtine (2:24, 
he aſſerted, in a peremptory manner, what 3 
could prove, when put to the teſt ; viz. the pr: 5 
conſent of the late Jeſuits, the ſuppoſed proprietr 
of the premiſes ; and the better to ſucceed in 
plication to Mr. Blundell, and obtain hes ſanction, 
he ſignified in the moſt equivocal terms, ta. 12 an 
his colleague had already obtained the pp: baton 
Sir Robert Gerard, his Joint-Truſtes,— Ihe 
ing 15 a faithful 


- * . 


Cor! 
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wv 4 Mr. M Donald's Letter to Henry Blundell 


+ 


of Ince, Eſq. 
Sir. 
„Ihe Biſhop having ſuſpended Meſſrs. Williams 
and Harris, by his deſire, and the conſent of the 
« lofuits, two of our People took polleſiion of the 
« Chapel and Houſe at Liverpool che zd. Inſtant. 
« 5t0uld have been very glad you were in the Coun- 
„try to have waited upon you, as we did upon Sir 
„Robert Gerard, for his approbation on the occaſi- 
on; doubt not, however, but you will concur in 
giring quiet and peace to that diſtracted Congrega- 
dlon. There are yet great appearances of diſcontent, 
* which, as "TRUSTEE, it is hoped, you, Sir, will 
© endeavour to diſſipate. 
J am, Sir, 

„% Your molt obedient Servant, 

% ARCH. MDonaLd ()“. 


Suandiſn.-Hall, April, 9, 1783.” 


nis Letter was ſoon ſeconded by another from 
de ſelf-created Chapel-Wardens, dated April the 
eit, who, conſcious, it ſeems, of the precarious 
tenure of their 2 reſpectable and factious Dignity, 
ud unable to obtain from Sir Robert Gerard any 
written ſanction to their unconſtitutional Appoint- 
ent, applied to Mr. Blundell for his ſupport, with 
E 4 :01xture of diffidence and aſſurance which is often 
7 O 5 the 


'*) Whoever will confront this Letter, and a certain ſcurrilous 
C hand-bill, both the. genuin compofitions of Mr. Arch. with 
is ſeveral publications ſigned by him in the Public Prints, 
I ſoon be convinced, that Mr. Arch had oſten ſigned the 
ocuctions of another. 
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the attendant of conſcious guilt, © A 1 
% you, ſaid they in the clofe of their let: 
„ from you, as ONE of the 'Taxusrt::, 
* our management, as CHayzr Way 
% always be acceptable to, Sir, 
„humble Servants 


VOUr 


— 
- 2 


e TnOMAS UNSWoR 
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What they meant by their management, 
not venture to decide. Their Managemen: 
ſo far as they had aQted, had back Fro! 
great animoſities and diſſenſions; and, 4 


7 4 49 14 4 


ſenſe, the Managers did certainly deſerve © Hi 
and that a ſevere one, from both the Trultee 
Blundell and Sir Robert Gerard. But, if 
ſoliciting a hint for their management, they 1c. 
to ſolicit, both authority and directions how to 24 
their requeſt was reaſonable in a double capacii, 
firſt, becauſe they were truly void of every reali: 
power; and fecondly, becauſe the very conten: 
their letter betrayed the groſſeſt ignorance ef 
fundamental principles of the Government ct i. 
Chapel, and they had the ſilly confidence to intorn 
Mr. Blundell, bat they had the honour of being 119 
mouſly elected to the Office of Chapel-Wardens, : 
Sequence of an Agreement made between Mr. Clift” 
Sir Robert Gerard, and Himfelf; that is, in conſe— 
quence of an Agreement, which had never exit l 
fact. How their ſkilful SECRETARY Mr. Ste 
Bromley happened to overlook theſe capital miſta! 


ſo derogatory to their honourable Appointment, hich 


3 2 


— 
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had ſo zealouſly laboured to ſupport, may be 
accounted for from the ſpecimen of pallt tran!. 


caſily 
actions (“). 
The little hope of ſucceſs, that both Mr. Archi- 
bald and his Aſſociates derived from their applicati- 
ons to Mr. Blundell in ſupport of their reſpective 
pretenſions, ſoon occaſioned a public correſpondence 
in the J/eetly Prints of Liverpool. The profuſion 
of abuſe, ſcurrility, and reproachful virulence of lan- 
guage, which diſtinguiſhed the productions adopted 
by Mr. Archibald, forbid us, in juſtice to public 
decency, to re-publiſh them in their original ſtate.— 
The many perſonal ſneers, and “ unbecoming liber- 
ties of language“ (ſaid the moderate PHILALE= 
THES in his firlt Letter to the AurHoꝶx of Mr. 
M*<Donald's Publications), „which conſtitute the 
principal part of your elaborate productions, and 
the beauties of your ſplenetie ſtile, claim no right 
to my attention: they are ſtrong indications of a 
defenceleſs cauſe ; and, inſtead of carrying convic- 
tion to the mind, they carry guilt along with 
them. The expedient, it ſeems, ſuits your incli- 
nation, and the cauſe you have eſpouſed : it is 
* what every perſon of honour, in a conteſt with 
you, will always be more inclined to expect and 
* condemn, than to feel and reſent”.—The juſtneſs 
of. his obſervation, and the moderation of his Pen, 
mall guide ours in the following Review of ſome 
O 6 of 


(*) If the above Original Letter, now in our poſſeſſion for the 
inſpection of the curious, be not in the identical hand-writing 
of Mr. Stephen Bromley, wen confeſs, that the Perſon, 


who wrote it, ſucceeded in |; ':itation in the moſt exact 
and maſterly manner. 
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of the principal Publications, which were occaf 
by the intruſſon of the Monks. 


Precluding all extraneous matter, we ſhall conf» 
ourſelves to the merits of contelled facts an 
ons, and ſhall faithfully exhibit, as nearly 
as the ſubject will permit, the arguments of the on. 
poſite correſpondents, When the Reader a: peruſed 
the arguments on both ſides, he will then be able +, 
paſs his judgement on the ſubject of our RN] 
the firſt, perhaps, of the kind, that ever made! 


appearance in the public Prints of this Realm, 


Tre whole may be circumſcribed within 1! !.- 
mits of a few principal heads: viz. Did the Men 
take poſſeſhon of the Chapel and Houſe aJjoin'r 
in Liverpool, by the deſire of the very Rev. Mi. 8 
Gibſon? Had the Monks the conſent of the late V 
Body of Jeſuits, or had they been called in an! (i. 3 
cited by them to take poſſeſſion of the ſaid premiſe: ? 
Was poſſeſſion taken by the Monks with the advice 
approbation and conſent of Mr. Clifton of i,ythamn 
Were the Acting Truſtees illegally choſen ? Were 
the pretended Chapel-Wardens regularly appointe. 
to manage the temporal concerns of the Chapel! !—— 


Theſe five leading queſtions, which comprehen. 
every material point conteſted in the late News Paper 
Controverſy, ſhall be now diſtinctly diſcuſſed in as 
many ſeparate Articles. 


FIRST QuEsST1ON. 

Did the Monks take poſſeſſion of the Chapel and 
Houſe adjoining, in Liverpool, by the Dei: 
of the very Rev. Mr, Gibſon ? 

Mr. 
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Vr. M Donald's anfwer, or that of his Writer, 


* 


in the Aﬀirmative.—His proofs are as ſollows.— 

1a. In his Letter to Mr. Blundell of Ince of the 
«th, of April 1783, he ſays: The Biſhop having 
ſuſpended Meſſrs Williams and Liarris, by #7; 
| «+ fire, and the conſent of the Jeſuits, two of our 
people took poſſeſſion of the Chapel and Ilouſe 
« at Liverpool the 3d. Inſtant“. 

zd. In his Publication of the 17th, of July, 
dated the 16th, he declares, „that the SUPCrIour 
| «of the Monks declined accepting Mr. Emmott's 
| « offer of the premiſes at Liverpool till he had the 
« previous approbation of the Rev. Mr. Gibſon; 
* and that this reſpectable Gentleman, after com- 
« mending his del icacy in the affair, aſſured him 
in a letter, dated Headlam, March 2d. that he 
had bis full leave and approbation to ſend two of 
his Subjects there: and /aftly, that in the very 
* letter, which contained the ſuſpenſion of the late 
Incumbents, he authorized his Vicar, the Rer. 


„Mr. Emmott, to zxtroduce two Monks“. 


zd. In his Publication of the 7th, of Auguſt, 
de aſſerts, that “when the Mandates of the very 
| © Rev, Mr. Gibſon arrived, and thoſe preſented 
"themſelves (viz, the Monks), who by his appro- 
* batien were to have poſſeſſion of the Chapel and 
* Houſe, it was Mr. Emmott's duty to ſee the 
biſhop's orders properly executed, and it lay 
incumbent upon Mr. Williams to put thoſe in 
Fpoſſeſſion who were appointed to ſucceed him.“ — 
Again, in the ſame publication, he declares, that 
du Robert Gerard told the Rev. Mr. Sewall, 
that he would defend the Monks, who were in 

«© polleſton 
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; * SY , . 
„ poſtefiion with the afprebaticn of the very ron 
„% table Mr. Gibſon“. 


The firſt anſwer of Mr. M Donald's correſpon den: 
to the above QUESTION, 1s, that the Bi hop 
expreisly denied in ſeveral letters, that ke ver 7 


„ a ® 


thoritied the Monks to take poſſeſſion of the Chars! 
and Houſe adjoining; and, that, ſince Mr. MP.. 
nald has never yet produced any letters from bi. 
Lorcihip to the contrary in ſupport of the above al. 
ſertions, they muſt all be conſidered as ſo many in- 
ventions of his own.—In effect, in a letter to M.. 
Blundell of Ince, dated Hexham, July gth. 1783, 
in anſwer to another, in which his Lordilup 
pac y queſtioned on the ſubject, he writes thu:: 
Ia whom the dominion cf the Cha wel in Li. 
vg verpool is velted, as to temporal! matters, is a pou! 
e in which I mean not to interfere.” And ag, 
in anſwer to another from Mr. Blundell, dated Hess. 
lam, November 1oth. 1783, he has the following 
words : « You ſay, I ſent the Monks to Live: 
„ pool. This, Sir, you never did, and I verily d: 
„ lieve, never will prove. The concern 1 had 1 i 
te that tranſaction left every perſon's right lacre ed 
© and inviolable.”” Mr. + Emmott himfelf, 
conſecutive letters to Mr. Sewall of the 29th. a 
29th. of March, contradicts Mr. M- Donald's aller 
on, as far as it relates to him: | 


ec Mr, Manſel an; 
* you (ſays he to Mr. Sewall) are much miſtaken 

* if you think, that it is I who place the Monks © cl 
* Liverpool. As to my placing the Monks at Live 

pool, is out of the queſtion, particularly | in tt 
«« preſent ſyſtem??, How theſe repeated aſteveras 
tions may be-reconciled with Mr. M Donald“ 
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en aſſertions, unſupported with proofs, let the im- 
bartial Reader judge. 
The fretended declaration from Sir Robert Gerard 
to the Rev. Mr. Seall, mentioned in the cloſe of 
tne . aſſer tion, is thus confutec Dy tne Acting 
Tr Tratiers in their Publication of the zickt of Auguſt. 
« Mr, M Donald is pleaſed to inſorm us, that 

« Sir Robert Gerard declared, in the hearing of 
« ſeveral, that he would defend the preſent Incum- 
„ bents (ſo he calls himſelf and his colleague), who 
« were in poſſeſſion of the premiſes, with the 
1 d tion of the very reſpectavle Mr. Gibſon. 
hut hov does ſuch pretended declaration co- 
Sena with Sir Robert's letter of the $th. of 
„April to Mr. Archibald (inſerted in page 320), 
C4 ad two ſubſequent ones to Mr, Blundell, of the 
* 12th, and 22d. of June, wherein he expreſsly de- 
% clares the very reverſe ?- A Gentleman's own 
writing (ſuch eſpecially as Sir Robert Gerard's) 
carries a much ſtronger conviction, than the bare 
** aſſertion of a man, Who has forfeited every pre- 
** tention to candour and truth.” 
The ſecond Anſwer of Mr. M*Donald's Corre- 
ſpondents to the above QuesT10Nn, is, that, even 
ſuppoſing, for argument ſake, that the Biſhop had 
really authorized the Monks to take poſſeſſion of 
the Chapel and Houſe in Liverpool, which, from 
the above declarations, it is evident he never did, 
their ſeizure of the Premiſes would ſtill have been 
unjuſtifable in every reſpect; becauſe, as the Truſtees, 
very juſtly obſerve in the above Publication, the 
Biſhop could not give any orders to put the 
Monks in poſſeſſion of a Place, to which he 
could 
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„ could claim 10 right himſelf.— His Lordi. 
repeated declarations in ſeveral Letters inſerted 5 
his APPEAL, ad 8 in our poſſeſſion, where! 
he abſolutley diſclaims, in the ſtrongeſt terms, 1 
perſonal right and power to interfere in t temporal 
concerns, muit evince to demonſtration the truth cf 
their Aſſertion. 
SECOND QUESTION, 


Had the Monks the conſent of the late Body 
Jeſuits, or had they been called in, and ſelictee 
by them, to take * of the Chapel and 
Houſe in Liverpool ? 

This Queſtion 1s, in formal words, anſwered in 
the nes by Mr. M Donald or his Writer; 
but his proofs are every way untenable and falſe: 
they are as follow :;— 

iſt, In his Publication of the 17th, of July 
dated the 16th, he labours with great anxiety to 
prove, that, when the Monks took poſſeſſion of the 
above Premiſes, they had the conſent of the Rev. 
Mr. Sewall, Agent in temporal concerns to the late 
Body of jeſuits in this Diſtrict, His proof is as 
falſe, as it is plauſible. He produces in ſupport 
of his Aſſertion a Letter from that Gentleman 
to Mr. Emmott, dated January 3 iſt. che contents of 
which, as quoted by him, are the following. 
% Your propoſal of giving up the place to the Monks 
« meets with my hearty approtation; for it is in- 
«« different to me, who ſerves the Place, ſo long a: 
« they are fit for it; and I think no one can object 10 
ce your plan, and therefore it does not appear neceſia- 
« ry to write to the Conſultors, as it would de 


« loſing time; but, perhaps, you had better write 
«to 
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« to Mr. Weldon, and I will write to Meſſrs. Mo- 
« lyneux and Langdale; but in the mean time 1 
« think yen may preceed, as if you had already the 
„ confeat of all. Your remark about breaking the 
« chain of Truſtees is very juſt, as Kaye is a friend 
« to the Monks. Perhaps, ſome may object to the 
« piving up the Chapel and one houſe to the Monks, 
*« though 1 foould not, If therefore Mr. Clifton can 
" /ettle the affair properly with Mr. Blundell, ſuppoſe, 
„ propoſe to the Monks, that Mr, Clifton 
« ſhould remain in truſt for the whole property, 
«and that he ſhall grant a /caj/e of the Chapel and 
© Houſe to tie Procurator of the Monks, or ſome 
done elle, for ſeven, eleven, or twenty-one years, 


1 4 4 


115 Wil de the beſt way of ſecuring the property 
15 45, and for the good of the place, &c.“ 


10ug1 this letter proves nothing in fad in ſup- 


port of Mr, Archibald's aſſertion, as will very ſoon 
appear ; yet, ſays he at the concluſion of it, This 
letter needs no comment: it proves beyond dif- 
pute, that Mr. Sewall agreed to yield the Pre- 
„ miles to us, whatever were the motives of his ſub- 
ſequent conduct, and now ſhameful denial : and 
«lt was in conſequence of his anſwer, and not be- 
*« fore, that the Rev. Mr. Emmott, Feb. 1ſt. wrote 
to the Superior of the Monks, that his Body were 
"© willing to make over Liverpool to him.” 


2d. In the ſame Publication of the 17th. of July, 
he makes this declaration to Mr. Sewall, „ After 
the Rev. Mr. Emmott obtained your hcariy appro- 
* bation, he waited upon the Rev. Mr. Weldon, 
who likewiſe gave his conſent, Thus ee cut of 
* five Conſultors poſitively agreed to our induction.“ 


on condition of a ſmall Rent being paid to him; 


> — — = * 
* 
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accoſts Mr. Scwall: „It was not till i 
«© you conceived the deſign of accuſing he Re 
Mr. Emmott of introducing the Monks, withos: 


VV a+, 


*« your knowledge. In a letter after your comir- 


1414. 


3d. Again, in the ſame Publication, 0 


a. 


here, dated April gth, 1783, you ſay, « place 
© muſt be found for Harris, if he will leave Ines 
«« pool: now, as we have none vacant, could 25 
the Monks let us ſupply one of theirs in n 
« County, till tome of ours fall looſe ? Th! 
* cannot object to, a: we give them ſo good a place. 
« If there be meaning in language, theſe laſt 1 
© make it evident, that yourſeif and Ec 


2 


The imbecillity of theſe three deluſive argument 
literally taken from Mr. Archibald 5 "Second Publi- 
cation againſt Mr. Sewall, is, for want of bet: 
prop3, ſupported, throughout, with tle in ame 
aids of the moſt iiliberal effuſions of the e groſſeſt ſcur- 
rility and perſonal abuſe; but a few Extract: ſrom the 
Publications of his candid correſpongents will row 
exhibit in the fulleſt light the weakneſs of his pre- 
tentions. 


iſt. The firſt Argument is invincibly reſuted by 
Philalethes in his Second Letter to the Author dt 
Mr, M Donald's Publications; ard as we can": 
with any propriety, ſeparate that part of his Refa 
tion, wiick reſpects the pretended conſent cf 
Clifton, from that which relates to the like pretends« 
conſent of the late Body of Jeſuits, we muſt - 
indulged with the liberty of anticipating the pare 

iſcuſſion of the farmer, which we promiſed 
examine in the Queſtion next to this.— The 00 
ing is an extract from that unanſwered Retuta 


- 
* 


« Mr. Sewall's Letter of the ziſt, of January, as 
a proct of the conſent of that Body, whole Agent he 


tion, you produce a tranſcript of his Letter of the 
Inn, of February Int, TI will ſuppoſe, for a 
moment, the authenticity of both the letters. 


on the 11th. cf February (near Wo months before 


{7 & 4 9 . 
Ciifton ;—he is therefore the ſole and lawful pro- 


Mr. MI Donald's claims to the premiſes he has 


1 Nie 
4 ih * % 44-4 | D - * 1 72 4 4 1 th 0 . I 
he UTMOtT, that the dA Per: LEA/OREY en Prove Ei mm 
- - * 1 
: 


4 
5 — A f 7 Ap en,? : 
granting the Monks a Leaje of the Premiſes for a 


that Mr. Clifton could ſetile that affair properly 
t= AM. Bunde. Mr. 2 lifton' 8 Letter, which, 


nowever, that peace and harmony could be reſtered by 


follow? ing abſolute conſequences :—therefore it is 


% Tus -F-UBL '1-C:; 331 


« Your argument (ſays PHILALETHEs to the 


*? 


ſcutrilous AUTHOR Jail mentioned) to eſtabliſh 


£/+ w 


act, is of a two-fold nature. You alledge 


en ' 


as an evidence of Mr, Cliſton's approba- 


ormer is, that, long. before M*Donald's 
r. Sewall, as an IN DpIVI DUAL of the 
l 


5. * . ” *. 
A his approbation Mr. Ciiſten 
4 


0 * 7 ”* ” 
certain number of years, and this, en Condition, 


25 you very juſtly remaris, coincides with Mr. 

Sewall's ſentiments, can prove no more, than that 
1 

M*Donald's zſurpatian Hz was willing to grant 

the Monks a LEAS E of the Premiſes for a certain 

n:1mber of years, they alloguing 2 proper acknowledge- 

ment for the ſame, as his Property ; on condition, 


ive introduction of the Monks, 
From theſe conditional poſitions you draw the 
evident, that, on the TxwinD of April, Mr. M* 


Donald took poſſeſſion of the Premiſes with the 
conient of the Body, and the approvgtion of Mr. 


cc prietor 
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«« property as Mr. Blundell is of Ince- H:!l, 


«« prietor of the ſame, and as much Maſter of 


» 
v. "= 


„ But fair and ſoftly, Mr, dep Ren/orev ( 

« wilfully miſtate the caſe, and it is incumben: 
% me, as a Lover of Truth, to exhibit it in it, proper 
« light. The Letters, you ſo confidently build 
% upon, were both cendirional; and the conditicr 
% proved equally abortive: both expreſſed a dete 
of granting a LEASE, and only a LrasE, which 
c was never executed: both, in fine, were revoked, 
« prior to M Donald's «/urpaticn; for the Bod: 
having given up all claim and title to the Chapel 
*« and one Houſe, long before the fradulent 
took place, Mr. Sewall's perſonal acquicſcencz in 
Mr. Enmott's plan, was of no further value; ans 
Mr. Clifton having on the 13th. of February, tn 
* days after the date of his Letter, and long Lefore 
** the zutruffen of the Monks, entered into a wit! 
Agreement with Mr. Blundell, entirely ppDYU t9 
*« the Plan once intended, he thereby diſappio v2 de 
« Plan itſelf. 

«© Now, from the evidence of theſe undenlzde 
facts, by what rule of the deepeſt Logic can you 
* conclude, that your Brother Monk had, even ! 
late as the THIRKD of April, the conſent of both, 
„ the Body and Mr. Clifton, to take poſicihon c. 

* 


te the Premiſes in debate? — Tou dare refuſe t. 


17 139 
TY +} 


ce 


| : : 
IJ a +38 * 


(*) He is ſo called by PII ATE T RES, becauſe tue 
Scurrilous AUTHOR, in the Pablication of the 12 ch, vi Ju) 
dated the 16th, had had the impuderce to inſinuate t e 
Public, that the Almighty, eguitalle in bis di Brit u(t, mT 
net given bim a fortune, but bad deſigned kim for 4 dcp 


Reaſoner and an elcgant Writer. 
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„ Bladell his J title of TRUSTEE, in oppoſition to 
« 2 former acknowledgement (5); though a formal 
« CoxTRACT was ſigned by Mr. Clifton to that 
effect, only becaule the Conveyance-Deed was not 
legally ſigned: and yet you have the unpardon- 
able aſſurance of announcing to the Public, that 
„your friend M<Donald, devoid even of the leaſt 
colourable title to the premiſes he has u/urped, and 
« after a ſolemn REvocaTion of an only intended 
grant of a temporary Leaſe, is {till the ſole lawful 
« proprietor of the ſame, You are a deep reaſoner 
„indeed! &c. 

** You have 5 aſſerted in your laſt, that 
„ 705 ccuſequcuct of Mr. Scuwall's af pr obatinn, and not 
* before, Mr. Emmott, on the iſt, of February, 
* ottered the Place to the Monks, who declined 
accepting his offer, til! they had the previous 
approbation of the Rev. Mr. Gibſon; but it is 
'* evident from Mr. Sewall's Letter (of the 13th, 
of July), that, in January laſt, pricr to his appro— 
bation and anſwer, Mr, Emmott had made the 
Monks a tender of the Place, and was by them 
accepted. His words, in the 8 Letter to 
Mr. Blundell of Ince, are the following: —“ Mr. 
Emmott wrote to me in January laſt, that he had 
'* Ofterea the piace to the Monks, who had accepted 

of it, and he deſired my approbation and conſent:“ 


ier then to Mr. Sewall's conſent, approbation, or 
tren anſwer, the place had been offered by Mr. 


£m 0tt, and accepted by the Monks, What a fla- 
gant impoſition this on public faith! 


2d. 


'S 1 
(See Mr. M*Donald's Letter to Mr. Blundell of Ince, 
j AHerted in Page 321. 
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2d. Mr. Sewall's conditional conſent being th 
proved inefficient and null, Mr. M*Dona! 10 
Argument in ſupport of his groundleſs ae 
that three cut of the five Conſultors tivel;. creeg 
to the Ns Ea the OR 1s —_— at t be * 
two out of five; viz, to Meſſrs Weldon and Se 
But even this inſufficient Minority, had been re. 
duced to a ſingle Cx HER long before the clandeſtine 
ſeizure of the Monks, the Rev. Mr. Weldon 6 
Scolles, whoſe former conſent had been only cer. 
ditional, conformably to the tenour of Mr. Sewal!'s 
Letter of the 31ſt, of January, having acceded on 
the 17th, day of Februray at a meeting of 
Conſultors, to the Agreement entered into hetween 
Thomas Clifton and Henry Blundell, Eſquires cr 
the 13th, day of the ſame month 1783. 


The REsoLvEs of the Conſultors, or Committee, 
of the late Body of Jeſuits, aſſembled at Wigan cn 
the 22d. day of July, 1783, in order to ſcrutinize the 
late conduct of their Agent, the Rev. Mr. Sewall, 
are unanſwerably ſubverſive of every pretention What 
ever, that Mr. M Donald, or his Brethren, may 
claim to the conſent of that Body, towards juſtifying 
their antbarrantable ſeizure of the Chapel and Houſe 
at Liverpool on the 3d. day of the month of April, 
1783. The Reſolves, which were publiſhed 2 
large in the Liverpool Papers of the 3 iſt. of July 0! 
the ſame year, in a Letter from Mr. Sewall to MI. 
M Donald, dated Preſton, July 28th. 1783, contain- 
ed the following particulars. .-1t, ©* That it was 
«« the intention of the Members of the ſaid Body to 
© authoriſe the late Thomas Clifton, Eſq; their 
* Truſtee for the Chapel and Houſes in Edmunc- 


e« ſtreet, 
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« 3reet, Liverpool, to convey over the irull of the 
„aid Chapel and one houſe to Sir Robert Gerard, 
« Bart. and Henry Blundell, Eſq; for the uie of th 

„Roman Catholic Congregation of Liverpool 
„and that at a Meeting of the ſaid Committee, 
« held in Wigan on Monday the 17th. day of Fe- 
« bruary, 1783, an Agreement entered into by Tho- 
„mas Clifton and Henry Blundell, Eſqrs, was ac- 
« ceded to by them. 2d. That, in conſequence cf 
« the above Agreement the Members of the ſaid 
„Body, did not think themſelves entitled to inter— 
« fere, directly or indirectly, in nominating or re— 
„moving Incumbents in future in Liverpool; and 
« that therefore the ſaid Committee expreſsly charged 
«the Rev. Mr. Emmott immediately to ſignify 
« the ſame to the Biſhop, and at the ſame time parti- 
* cularly entreated him anc the Rev. Mr. Williams, 
one of the then Incumbents, not to meudle in the 
„Affair in any ſhape, —3d. That the 121d Committee 
declared, that, if any one particu! ar or particulars 
„did interfere in the Monks taking pofleſſion, it 
was without the approbation, N „or conjent 
« of the late Bod, at large, or of the ſaid Committee, 
which, after tie Agreement made between Thomas 
Clifton and Henry Blandell Eſquires, thought 
itſelf no longer entitled to give ſuch content.—4th, 
*and laſt; that the ſaid Committee did not think, 
that the Rev. Mr. Sewall's letter of the ziſt, of 
January 1783, did, in any light, ſufficiently prove 
their having authorized the Monks to take 
„ poſſeſſion, when it is conſidered, that the letter 
itſelf was conditional, and the conditions never 
„ fulfilled ; and that its contents were annulled by 
the 
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** the Agreement made between Thomas Cu 
*« and Henry Blundell Eſquires, on the 1+, 
February 1783, and counterordered by the Com: 
© mittee of the ſaid late Body met at Wigan th 
5e 17th, of February 1733, and recalled be 7 
„Rev. Mr. Sewall himſelf in two ſubſequent latte 
« addreſſed to the Rev. Mr. Emmott, dated the 
*« 16th, and the 23d, of March, 1583”, 

3d. The third Argument uſed by Mr. Arch, 5 
prove the previous conſent of the late Body g 
Jeſuits in juſtification of the clandeſtine ſelzute (4 
the Chapel and Houſe, reſts wholly on a lupo ole 
Letter from Mr. Sewall to Mr. Emmott, Att. 
only material clauſe in it made no part of M: 
Sewall's Letter in the firſt Copies of that ver 
illiberal Publication, where that Letter was inſerted. 
and as the ſame was not in the firſt many/crijt cop; 
that Mr. M<Dona'd gave the Publiſher of the News. 
Paper, may we not ſuſpet, with reaſon, ſome pi 
legerdemain in the caſe. (“)? Our ſuſpicion in 
this inſtance is much {ſtrengthened by the reality 
of another, in which, as the ſequel will ſtew, 
the picus Monk made uſe of the like flight c. 
hand, which induced PRILALETRHES to declare 
in his SEconDd LETTER, that he was very mu 
inclined to Believe, that fidelity and truth wore unt 
his darling wirtues, 

Mr. Sewall's reply to Mr. M<Donald's Publica 


tion, in which the above letter is inſerted, fecr:: 
to 


(*) The Clauſe here alluded to, and wanted in the f. 
Copies of the LIVE RTOO Ap VTATISER of the 7th, 
Auguſt 1783, are the following words: This they carn9t ©, 7 
to, as we give them ſo good a Place. 


of 
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--:1ize oar ſuſpicior, reſpecing the unauthenticity 
- he above clauſe; for he expreſsly taxes with 
yp every new accuſation brought againſt him in 
= Publicati on, and, conſequently, the inſerted 
(>. His Letter to Mr. M Donald upon the oc- 
on, dated Auguſt 13th. 1783, and publiſhed in 
- Liverpool-papers of the 14th. of the ſame month, 
the following words.——** J am forry to find, 
by yours of the 7th. that you ſtill perſiſt in the 
. :cufation (viz. that Mr. Sewall had autho- 
rized the intruſion of the Monks), and that you 
endeavour by the moſt unwarrantable means, to prove 
vour affertion, and by the moſt illiberal and un- 
chriſtian expreſſions to prejudice my character. 
Nou may, per haps, {a1 „ that 1 ſhould have a attempt. 
de prove the falſity of the new accuſations, 
| © witch you have alledged againit me; and, %. 
* from my filence, you ſhould think that I am unable 
oo do it I have thought proper to ſend you theſe 
few lines, and tell you my reaſon for abſtaining 
trom all future News-paper correſpondence with 
ou _—My motive for writing to you, on the 
23th, Ult. was to inform the Public of facts, 
on the truth of which my own honour, and that 
of the late Mr. Clifton, depended; and I 
nappy to find, that my letter has had the deſired 
effect, notwithſtanding your laſt ; which is ſo 
' replete with groundle/s accaſations, ſcurrilous and 
abuſive language, that I am determined to treat 
it with the contempt it deſerves : therefore, what- 
ever anſwer you may make, whatever accuſations 


2 may bring againſt me, or my friends, expect 
no reply &c.“ 


P Mr, 


- 
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Mr. M Donald's profound ſilence to the 1 Ve, 
a convincing proof, that he had little to ſay in (un; 
4 w whos 
of his new criminations againſt Mr. Scwall. 


But let us ſuppoſe, for a moment, that the 547. 


10 


inſerted clauſe had really been a part of Mr. Seda“ 
letter to Mr. Emmott of the gth, of April.—1 

wilt Mr. M Donald prove, from the tenour of that 
Letter, that, if there be meaning in lang nage, it mat; 
it evident, that beth Mr. Sexwall and the Body gave the 
Monks the Place? that is, that on the zd. of April the 
Monks had their conſent to take poſſeſſion of the 
Chapel and Houſe ?—The words, in the ſuppoſed 
Letter, were theſe : ** A place muſt be found for Int 
„ rts, if he will leave Liverpool: now, as we ha 
% none vacant, could not the Monks let u, ſupp! 
one of tneirs in the County, till ſome of ours t.. 
4 Toole? This they cannot object to, as we 2:2 
them fo good a place.” —The Letter, which Me. 
Arch. declares to have contained theſe 1yorcs, 1: 
ſaid to have been written on the gth. of April; 
fix days after the Monks took poſſeſſion of the Cas 


pel and Houſe, 


4 


From theſe two poſitions it evidently follows : 
the firſt place, that, at beſt, the Pemiſes were ns 
as yet given, but were only about being given, 70 
the Monks on the gth, of April: It 15 Thereto?? 
evident, that on the 3d, of April the Mon! (2:22 
the premiſes without the previous conſent of: 
Body.—lt follows ſecondly ; that, ſince % Tee 
according to Mr. M*<Donald's declaration in 0 0 
Publication of the 7th, of Auguſt, where the 5 J 
Clauſe is inſerted, zo longer belonged 19 7+ 
But had been given up by them a 1709 © 
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r the uſe of the Cengregetion ef Liverpool on the 
8 Tr of Mr. Blundell and Sir Robert Gerard, 
% conient of theirs, porſtetior to that day, could 
ger authorize the Monks to ſeize, by their autho- 
i, what they had no authority to transfer either 
0 the Monks or to any one elie: and therefore the 
;retended conſent, extorted by Mr. Arch. from the 
/ape&ed clauſe in Mr. Sewall's Letter of the gth, of 
April, could give him no title whatever to the Pre- 
miſes, and much leſs could it juſtify the prior ſeizure 
ke had made of the ſame fix days before. —lt follows 
lafly, that, ice Mr. Sewall (to uſe Mr. M Donald's 
can words in the above Publication) ccald net of 
tim/e:f recede from, or reverſe, what had bcen agreed 
Aten by the major part of the Conſultors, his pretended 
conſent of the th. of April could give no ſanction to 
the Monks clandeſtine ſeizure of the Premiſes, on 
tie 3d. of April, it being evident from the Reſolves 
of the Conſultors, inſerted in page 344, &c. that on 
tie 17th. of February they had acceded to the Agree- 
ment concluded between Thomas Clifton and Henry 
blundell, Eſquires, whereby the Premiſes were other- 
viſe diſpoſed of, and the moſt diſtant idea of yield- 
ing them to the Monks was entirely ſuperſeded : for 
"at our Meeting, held at Wigan on the 17th. of 
February (ſays Mr. Sewall in a Letter of the 13th. 
"0f July, 1783, inſerted in the Liverpool-papers of 
"the 17th.) We (viz. the Conſultors) gave the fol- 
© owing orders to Mr. Emmott : You muſt acquaint 
"the Biſhop, that ave have given up all claim to the 
* Chapel and one Houſe, that we will not interfere in 
"placing any one there; and at the ſame time Mr. 
" Emmett wvas pofetively forbidden to give the Monks 


Heron, if the two Incumbents ſhould be ordered 
to leave the Town.“ 
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THIRD QuEsTION, 
Did the Monks take poſſeſſion of the Chapel an 
Houle in Liverpool with the advice, approbation, 
and conſent of Mr. Clifton of Lytham ? 


! 


As the only Argument, uſed by Mr. Archibald o: 
his Writer, to prove the previous conſent of Mr. 
Clifton, has been unanſwerably confuted in the conf 
of the SECaAxnD QuEsT1ON, page 331, &c: we ſhall 


confine our obſervations in this to a few intero?. 8 
ing particulars, evincing to demonſtration the nu!li:y 2 
of the pretended conſent, and the premeditated deign 8 
of Mr. Arch. to deceive the Public. 8 
1. The Rev. Mr. Sewall in his Letter to Mr, 31. 5 
Donald, dated july the 28th. and publiſhed on the 5 
31ſt, has the following declaration.—** I neither did, 5 
% nor do I mean to jein either Party, and it was ab- 5 
« ſolutely neceſiary for me, as an acling perſon with the . 
« late Mr. Clifton in the Agreement made on the 5 
„ 13th. of Feb. to let your Adverſaries know the Fs 
truth when, therefore, I ſay in my letter to . 4 | 
«« Billinge, that he Change was brought abit in 6 
* CLANDESTINE manner, my meaning was imply 
ve thiz, that the poſſeflion of the Houſe was given t9 Wl 
% you by Mr. Williams, without the knowwle ge er "yz 
© conſent of the late Mr. Clifton (), who might ten n 
be eſteemed the proprictor, as the Conveyance- "4 
* Deed was not executed, but only an Agreement ws 
made TS 
(*) Yet, ſays Mr. Arch. in his mot impudent letter to . 3 
Blundell of Ince, dated June 22d.“ Mr. Williams, in br al 0 Ys 
« before witneſſes, gave us the Keys of the Chapel and Hu? +1 
«© the Name of Mr. Clifton”, 20 Hd rover bee conſrrtody 8 


Was not privy to the trenſatiion, aud woo hat even offer 
bim with an Ejectment 
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'« made, in which Mr. Clifton promiſed to ſign 
'«« ſuch conveyance, when prepared.“ 

2. Again, in the ſame Publication,“ You publish 
«an extract of a letter merely conditional, to prov? 
Mr. Clifton's conſent, when 5% 4new, that the 
« ſubſtance of that letter, had it been unconditional, 
«was totally recalled and annulled by a ſubſequent 
Agreement on the 13th. of Feb. and that Mr. 
Cliften was not conſulted when you tcok prjjeſion. 
« I malt likewiſe acquaint you, that I was defired by 
„Mr. Clifton himſelf, to write to Mr. Blundell, and 
inform him, that xcither Mr. Clifton, nor 1, vers 
© privy to the tranſaction of the 3d. of April; and fo 
„ ſenfible was Mr. Clifton of his delicate ſituation, 
«and fo apprehenſive, left it ſhould be thought, that 
he had interfered and been guilty cf a breach of 
his word and honour, that he declared in the pre- 
ſence of reſpectable Gentlemen ($), who will vouch 
for what I advance, that He would ſerve you with 
n LJECTMENT himſelf, if ſuch a ſtep was thought 
'* neceſſary to convince the World, that he had not 
** aCted a diſhonourable part.“ 


zd. And in the cloſe of the ſame Publication, he 
writes thus: The moſt, therefore, you can ſay or 
pretend to prove, is, that, between the 31ſt. of Ja- 
**nuary and the 13th. of February, Mr. Clifton and 
nad changed our ſentiments, and ia lieu of giving 
Jeu the property, had agreed to make it over to others 
and 97 tris change you were apprized long befere 
"yea took prjiefſion; and, probably, for this very 
reaton Mr. Clificn and JI were not conſulted on the 
3 * eccaſion : 


The Rev, Mr. Dunn and Doctor Stapleton, bath of Preſton. 
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*« occafion: therefore, with what degree of credibi!i:: 
*« can you aſſert that you took poſſeſſion by de cee 
*« of the late Mr. Cliften and of a certain Body s“ 


4. The whole clandeſtine proceſs of the Tran. 
tion of the zd, of April, is thus unravelled by 
Sewall in a letter to Mr. Blundell cf Ince, d.: 
July the 13th, and publiſhed on the 24th, 
words, never yet coufuted with any folid 
ment, are the following: *The fact is, ae z: 

*© did, nor could give our conſent for Mr. M Den 
t late palſeſſion of a Houſe, the right and tine 
«© which abe had entirely made over to others : U. 
„ Mr. M Donald had our conſent to ſerve the phie 
*« provided the Incumbents were removed, a 

«« was legally and peaceably inducted. Theſe Mien 
"© Emmott and Williams knew to be the ſentimen 

of the Body and of the late Mr. Clifton ; but bels, 
% determined to run all hazard to effect the Rao AL 

« of Mr. Harris, Mr. Williams gave the Keys t» 
«« Mr. M Donald WitrhHouT ANY AUTHORITY 
« from Mr. Clifton or the Body“. 


5. It is very obſervable, that the only 1 N 


urged by Mr. Arch. to prove the previous conten; 


of Mr. Clifton, appeared to him of fo little od; 
and weight, that he found no other poidl m2: 


of ſupporting it, than that of materially mutig 


the words of Mr. Clifton's Letter of the 1315, 


Febr. which, with equal boldneſs and infidelity, -£ 


exhibited to the Public as a proof of his aſſert" 
In his abuſive publication of the loth, of [uy 
Where he firſt quoted that letter in ſapport of |! 
groundleſs claims, he ſays thus: I have ſcen Vir. 
„ Clifton's anſwer, and have now before me 2 cop, 


* 
at 
* 


„rn ele. 343 


« of the ſame, dated Lytham, Febr. the 11th, 
'© 1783, wherein he agreeed, that if both the In- 
„ cumbents were diſmitied, he would moſt willingly, 
„for the ſake of peace and unanimity make over 
„Mr. Williams's Houſe, and Chapel, to us”: 
viz, to the Monks. Theſe words were certainly 
deigned by Mr. Arch. to make the Public believe, 
that Mr. Clifton wanted no other condition to give 
the Monks an unlimited pofſoffion of the premiſes, 
than the diſmiſſion of the two Incumbents.—But 
being cloſely purſued by his Antagoniſts, WhO proved, 
from authentic Letters, that his aſſertion deſerved 
no credit, he afterwards produced in another publi- 
cation a! very different copy of the ſame Letter; which, 
though ſufficient to convict him of infidelity in 
the former, was yet liable to ſome exceptions: in 
point of authenticity. — This ſecond quotation read 
thus: * Mr, Clifton's Letter ſays; Lytham, Febr. 
* 11th, 1783.—If the B p will abſolutely 
remove both the Incumbents, and peace and union 
can be reflored by introducing the Monks, He is 
e willing to grant them a leaſe of one houſe (Mr. 
'* Wiuhams's), and Chapel, for a certain number 
of years, they allowing a proper acknowledgement 
for the premiſes, as His PrRoPerRTY”.—lIt is 
needleſs to point out the viſible diſparity, both in 
lenſe and expreſſion, between this quotation and 
ihe former : but it may not be improper to obſerve, 
nat the very flile of the letter, in which Mr. 
Clifton is introduced as a different perſon from 
ne Writer of it, ſeems ſtrongly to indicate, that 
dne letter ſo confidently aſcribed to Mr. Clifton by 
ez, Arch, was written by ſome-body e'ſe. 
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The ſame deſperate expedent of amputation ; 
adopted by Mr. Archibald to prove the conſent c. 
Mr. Sewall to the intruſion of the Monks, I lay: 
*« ſeen, ſays he (in his publication of the 10th, 0. 
July) a letter from their Agent (Mr. Sewall 
in temporal concerns, on the occaſion, dated 
Preſton, January the ziſt, 1783: therein he 
*« declares (to Mr. Emmott) the propeſal of giving uy 
ebe place to us met with his hearty approbation,”"— 
Here 1s a very ualimited approbation of Mr. Sewall ; 
and Mr. M Donald would fain have reſted here, 
had he not been compelled by his Antagoniſts to 
declare to the Public in his ſubſequent production 
of the 17th, that Mr. Sewall's moit unlimited and 
hearty approbation of Mr, Emmott's propoſal, was 
upon theſe conditions; ** that Mr. Clifton could 
«« ſettle the Aﬀair properly with Mr. Blundell : thut 
„Mr. Clifton ſhould remain in truſt for the wh.le 
« property, and on grant à leaſe of the Chap:! 
«© and one houſe to the Procurator of the Monks, 
or ſome one elſe, for ſeven, eleven, or twenty-one 
years, on condition of a ſmall rent being paid 
to him, as the beſt way of ſecuring the property .. 
« the late Body of Feſuits“. 

Theſe repated truncations of letters, and t:e 
inſult thereby offered to public Faith by Mr. Arch. 
M Donald, induced the Truſtees to make the follow- 
ing obſervation in their Publication of the 27th, 
of Auguſt: ©* It being a matter of public notor!et”, 
© that Mr. Arch. M Donald in his Publication ©: 
e the 10th, of July, has, in volation of all fits, 
„ materially mutilated and altered the ſenſe an: 
*« expreſſions of two letters he quotes in ſupport ot 
*« his ſpurious claims; it is almoſt needleſs *2 

& gbſcrs 
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« obſerve, that no degree of credibility can be due 
to any of his quotations, unleſs the Originale, 
«themſelves be exhibited to the inſpection of the 
« Public. The candour and generoſity of his op- 
© ponents, in granting free acceis to every original 
„Inſtrument they quote, and Mr. M Donald's 
reluctant backwardneſs to follow their example, 
muſt convince every unprejodiced perſon, that 
the principle of truth, which actuates the conduct 
** of the former, is an utter ſtranger to the proceed-- 
ings of the latter“. 


FouRTH QUESTION: 
Were the Acting Truſtees IIlegally choſen ? 


Ar. Archibald, with his uſual boldneſs and temerity, 
anſwers the Queſtion in the negative, and his 
proofs, as uſual, are either vague aſſertions or 
falſe poſitions, 


:t, In his Publication ot the 1oth. of July, he 
inks, he has unanfwerably proved the illegality of 
their Election by aſking the following filly queſtions. 
By whom were they choſen? Was it by the major 
part of the Congregation? If ſo, at what place? 
On what day did they meet for that purpoſe ?” 


2d. In his next Publication of the 17th. without 
waiting for an anſwer, he plumes himſelf on the ſu— 
periority of the above powerful Arguments in the 
tollowing peremptory terms: That they were legally 
lecked is ud where proved, nor ever will : and after 
alvancing two notorious falſehoods, viz. “ that the 
Kev. Mr. Gibſon gave them leave to nominate a 
Collector for receiving the Arrears due to Meſſrs. 
Williams and Harris; and that a particular clauſe 
P 5 „ Was 
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was inſerted (in the Preſton Agreement of the 130. 
of December, 1732) that they ſhould nat alum: 
* any title or right from the powers given them | 

«« that Agreement”, falſehoods, literally contra 
by the AGREEMENT itſelf, inſerted in page 26) 
he concludes thus: 77 appears Nerd a probabilit, 
doubt that the five called Acting Truftees, are 
conſtituted. 


* 
* At 


The queſtions, ſo confidently propoſed by Mr. Arc 
in his Publication of the tenth of July, rctpecs. 
the Legality of the Election of the Acting Tru! 
are ſo fully anſwered in their Publication of the 31 
of July, never yet confuted by him or any 
Confederates, that we tkink it needles to m 
additions to that valuable Extract from it, v/iiict 
have re-publiſhed in the firſt part of this Ay»: 
page 142, &c.— The facts there ſtated muſt rem. 
unanſwerably true, till refuted by ſuch arguments, 
will ſtand the teſt of truth.— Mr. M Donald's ur 


common ſilence to the above Publication, when 1 


made its appearance in the public prints, can be 2 


, * 
Acne 


— 


eribed to no other cauſe than a total want of arga— 


ments to ſuſtain his former impoſitions with any « 
gree of credibility. 


As the two notorious falfities advanced by 


Arch. that the Rev. Mr. Gibſon gave the Truſter: 
leave to nominate a Collector of Arrears, and tha: 


clauſe was inſerted in the Agreement, figned by k. 


Lordſhip, forbidding them to aſſume any th or 


right from the pretended powers given them by th 


Agreement, are moſt evidently contradicted by the 
whole tenour of the Agreement itſelf, we beg leave 9 

as Bad 
refer the Reader to page 269, &c. where he wilt n 


10 Tu 


en ample confutation of Mr, Archibald's deliberate 
impoſtures. 
« Tt is true (ſay the Acting Traſtees in the abeve 
« Publication of the 3 iſt. of July), it has been often 
« aſſerted, that the very Rev. Mr. Gibſon has re- 
*« peatedly acknowledged the AZing Tru/tees in their 
* oficial capacity, both in private and public ; not, 
as Mr. M Donald would fain impoſe on the Public, 
'« becauſe they ground all their claim to the Title on 
nis Lordſhip's Official Addreſs ; which is evideatly 
e contradicted by the above Account (*) ; but only 
to confute the malicious reports ſtudiouſly circu- 
lated by ſome turbulent perſons, that his Lordſhip 
had poſitively diſapproved of their appointment as 
** Trujtees,—Were it neceſſary to contradiQ ſuch 
{alle reports in order to eitabliſh the legality of 
their Election, abſolutely independent on any 
* other ſanction but that of their Conſtituents, they 
could eaſily produce, and may now be ſeen by any 
one, his Lordſhip's official letters to them, where- 
in, after carefully peruſing ſuch written Inftru- 
ments, as related to that Election, he acknowleged 
them in their Public capacity : invited them to 
treat with them, as the Repreſentatives of the 
Congregation at large: entered into a Written 
Agreement with them on the 13th. of December, 
1782, which he, not only ſigned himſelf, but re- 
quired both the Incumbents to ſign it in conjunRi-. 
on with them: expreſsly owned their authority to 
*« nominate a Collector of Rents, which perfectly 
P 6 * correſponds 


— 


(%) Viz. the firſt part of their Publication, which the Reader 
W 11 and in Page 1:2, &. 
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re correſponds with their own Regulations, and 

«© public capacity; and not as Mr. M Honald » 
« falſely aſſerts with the view to miſrepreſent thy 
* part of the Agreement, that he gave them !. 

* nominate a Collector of Arrcars, &c, Tn 

e they could ealily prove from a very obliging late 
of his of the 3d. of January, 1783, ſoon ate; 
„returned to Headlam, that he was ſo perfect! 

e tisfed with their conduct, during his ſtay ig 
* and fo fully convinced of the legality of t | 
*« pointment, that he again acknowledged their lan 
fal authority in terms the moſt unqueltional!s ; 
explicit ($).—To theſe zncidental, toug! 


* Y 
oy * 
tende 
? - : 
NC 


e cefary proofs, ſelected from the Rev. Mr, G 
„Letters reſpecting the Legality of the Ir! 
Election, it may not be improper to add the g. 
*« lowing collateral! facts, &c.“ (+). 

We cannot cloſe this QuesT1on better, th 
inſerting the following words, with which the 1 


tees concluded the above Addreſs to the Public,- 


* tow 


k 


(8) Several of the official Letters, here alluded to, 
Biſhop to the Truſtees, may be ſeen in the Xth, 
la in the XIth, SecTioxn of the FixsT Paxi 
Ar P EAI. | 


(4) Theſe collateral facts are here omitted, becauſe the. 
were inſerted in page 279 and 280; where the Reader 
find, as a corroborative proof of the Legality of the Iruſtes, 
Appointment, that the very deciive Agreement, conclu.:- 
between Mr. Blundell of Ince and Mr. Clifton of Lv:::.:: 
on the 13th, day of February 1783, was made in reality bed. 
Mr. Clif.on of Lytham and the Acting Truſtees, as repic:- 
tatives of the Congregation, in the perſon of Mr, Blur! 
Ince, 
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« How far Mr. RI Donald's bold and impertinent 


+: aſſertions, unſupported by ne leaſt (acow ot 


« truth or argument, Viz. that the Acting Lraſtecs 


« were ſelf-conftitutcd; that the Legality of their 
Election would never be proved: that the Rev. Mr. 
« Giofon gave them leave to nominate a Collector 
of Arrears; that, in open violation of all faith, 
« they ground their plea upon that circumitance ; 
that their claim to the title of 'I'ruſtees is fiender, 
«and, indeed, not at all, &c. &c; how far theſe and 
„the like manifeit impoſtures, can invalidate tus 
above ungueſtionable authentic facts, aſterting the 
i Legality of heit Election, is now ſubmitted to the 


„ 
- 


1:npartiai jndgement cf the Public, by the 
ACTING I RUSTLEES,” 

FiFrn QUESTION. 

"ere the pretended Chapel- Wardens regularly ap- 
pointed to manage the Temporal Concerns of the 
Chapel ? 

This Queſtion has been ſo circumſtantially diſcuſ— 
ed, and ſo deciſively determined in the negative by 


- 
- 


mne Conſtitutional Truſtees in the Second Segion of 


this SECOND PART, that it is not in our power to 


aud ſtrength to their inconfutable Arguments, Their 
inſupportable weight ſo overwhelmed the feeble Pri- 


amvirate of Chapel-Wardens, that, no ſooner thei 
Publication made its appearance in the Public prints, 
but, finding themſelves abandoned by their Leader 
Mr. Arch. who durſt not appear in their defence, 


and unable to protect the fictitious rights and fran-" 
chiſes of their noveL Dicxirty, they found it ne- > 


ceſtary to aboliſh for ever the x InN5TITUTILON, 


by an immediate abdication of thoſe imaginary. 


powers which had been / fo/emnly entruſted tn then: ; a: 
little before. 
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Mr. Archibald's ſelf. condemning ſilence to the 


Truſtees ſpirited Publications, reſpecting the vifth! 
legality of their othcial Appointment, and 4 rikb'e 
nſtalment and abdication of their Rivals, occaſone 
the following Addreſs from the Truſtees to the 
Public, Sk we have extracted from their Pahl! 
cation of the 21ſt, of Aguſt, in order to cloſe ou: 
Diſcuſſion of tne five preceding QuksTIORS.—I. 
reads thus: 


& Whoever examines, with an impartial ey: 
«« the many audacious aſſertions advanced by Mr 
«© IV} n ld; t5 en the Appointment ans 
„ conduct of the Acting Truſtees, his repeate. 
*« promites to bete in the cleareſt and moſt ungueſticna- 
« ble manner, the illegality of their Election, hi. 
* Iudicrovs Account of the Inauguration of t) 
* ſictitious Chapel Wardens, and his very profound 
ce filence, after the provocations given him in 02: 
ce two laſt Publications, to attempt the Vindicatio! 
© of the One and the Refutation of the Other, 
% needs no better argument to conclude the raſhneſ- 
* of his boaſts, the groiſnels of his impoſtures, anc 
* his total want, even of ſpecious arguments, to 
*« yvindicate the proceedings of his turbulent Cor- 
*© federates, or to ſupport, with any degree of 
apparent decency, the Sacred Character of 
% Teacher of TRUTH” 

Berore we cloſe this Section, we mult be permitted 
to inſert a few detached Particulars, which ſeem to 
claim a place in the preſent REVIEW. They are 
all component parts of the printed Publications, 
which were occaſtoned by the INTRUSION of the 
Monks; which not being ealily reducible to any 
Parts: 


— 
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II 


particular Claſs, we ſha!l now preſent them to the 
Reader in a few deſultory numbers. 


That the Coe! alu 735 belon: cet 72 e Fer: 2 
17, had been raſhly aſſerted by Mr. Archibald 


1 * 1 ” X Fo i , [3 . - 
1115 Publication GC? the 30, 901 311 his falſe 
tion is thus retorted upon him by the Adding 


Truſtees in their Publication of the 21ſt. of Auguſt: 1 
: I, e 
be Chapt, lays Mr. Arch. a/ways belenzed io the . 
* Frcurntents, From this falſe poütion, rep eatedly 


bene by Eimſelf, he draws this conſequence; 4 
« that, fince Mr. Williams gave him the Keys, he #4: 
thereby gave him a right to the property. But, 5 
if it be true, that the Chapel always belonged to 1 4 
both the Incumbents, it muſt be equally true, 11 
that neither of them could transfer the property 4 . | 
without the concurrence of the other, Why then |) | 
was not Mr. Harris's conſent obtained, he being 0 
joint-Incumbent with Mr. Williams, or, indeed, 4 
the only real and Conſtitutional Incumbent in te 
the Place; Mr. Williams having forfeited his 15 
former right by refuſing to Subſcribe the Regula- «Hof 
tions of the Place?“ le 
2. That the delivery of the Keys made by Mr, 4 14 
Williams, in conſequence of the late Body of Jeſuits bd 


2ving given up their claims to the Premiſes, could, 
by no means, juſtify the ſeizure of the Monks, is thus 
proved by PHILALETHES in his THIRD LETTER to 
the AUuTHor of Mr. M Donald's Publications, Au— 
guſt the 28th.—** To prove that your brother Monk 
has an undoubted right to the Premiſes, you reaton 
thus with Mr. Sewall.—** The Premiſes were given 
* up, as is evident from your own repeateddeclarations; 
* conſequently your people were to quit what no 
longer 


3 


— „ 3 


352 An A FF S&T 


longer belonged to them: therefore, it lay incun- 
bent upon Mr. Williams to put Mr. M Donald in 
s polfeſſion, who was appointed to ſucceed him.”— 
© You have a knack of reaſoning amazingly forcible! 
But would it not be more natural, even in yaur 
own ſuppoſition, to reaſon thus :—T he premiſes ver- 
© given up; that is, were aſſigned over, hy the conſent 
be Body, to Mr. Dlundell and Sir Robert Gerard; 
but the Decd of Corveyance was never executed 
** therefore the premiſes fill remain the property of the 
© Convezers : therefore Mr. Williams was highly cul. 
fable in putting Mr. M Denald in poſſeſſion of what 
«« be had no right to transfer to another, and Mr. M. 
« Donald pimyelf is un unjuſt pofſefſor of another's 
« right ? 

3. In a Publication of the 17th. of July we have 
found a curious Letter from Mr, Sewall to Mr. Blundell 
of Ince, dated Preſton, July 8, 1783, which, amongſt 
other intereſting particulzrs, mentioned in the ſerie, 
of this Section, contains the following eſpecial clauſe: 
cc | have received a Letter from Mr. Emmott, who 
5 pretends to prove, from a Letter of mine to him 
* on the 31ſt. of January, that the Monks took pol- 
« ſeſſion by the approbation and conſent of the Body; 
* and he deſcres me to acquaint you, the Monks bad ny 
cc abjelate conſent in the name of all the Conſultors. | 
« have anſwered him in a very ſpirited manner, and 
« told him, that I would write no ſuch thing, as it 
„ is a FALSITY I could not advance.“ 


Two eircumſtances, in our opinion, make this {11- 
ular declaration worth the attention of the Reader. 
— The firſt is, the »iſible anxiety of the Rev. Vicar 
of Gill-Moſs in thus indirectly foliciting the appro- 
bation of Mr. Blundell of Ince, which, in direc: 
oppoſitio: 
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eppoſition to the Ts { his Brethren, he had 
betore refuſed to conſult, Mis reaſon ſor his refuſal 
was evident enough he was too well convinced of 
pe for ſucceſs in 
wich would have failed 


Mr „ Blundell' 5 integrity, ever to he 
ie prozecution of a Plot, 
in the execution for want of his ſanction to the per— 
petration of a fraudlulent act; viz. the INTRUSION 
clous appli» 
cation to Mr. Sewall, was cid mfg ne A but 
the opinion he entertained, too well- grounded not 
to excite his fears, that the tuation of his Monks 
Blundell's 


13 \ 1 5 c 9 
01 ne 110! IKs >. and his + CdaUN tor 15 l, 


was viiibly too precarious, and necded Mr. 
connrmatton and lupport. In eilect, if ir. Blundell 
had no concern with the Premiſes, why thould the 
ſedulous Vicar preſs ſo much on Mr, Scwall, or ex- 
preis ſo much uneaſineſs, to ſatisfy him in any man- 
ner, or to iolicit his acquieſcence in the adopted 


niecalule !? 


Tie ſecond circumſtance that 
tention of the conſcientious Reader in the above 
declaration, is that very ſingular tenderneſs of con- 
(cence, ſo viſible in the Vicar's friendly requeſt to 
r. Sewall.--To inſure to the Monks the unmoleſted 
pollefſion of the Premiſes they had uſurped, it was 
neceſſary, even in the opinion of the Vicar, to obtain 
the good-will of Mr. Blundell of Ince; and the taſk 
appeared to him equally difficult and 1mportant : 
cificult, becauſe the manifeſt injuſtice of the late 
{*izure was ſure to meet with no patronage from that 
quarter ; and important, becauſe the ſecurity of the 
Monks depended on it. —To juſtify that feizure in 
tie eyes of Mr. Blundell, there was no other expedi- 
ent left, but to impoſe upon him an evident falſity, 

viz. 


laws the particular 
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Viz. that the Monks had bad Mr. Scwall”; abſelu, 
conſent in the name of all the Conſultors. The oi 
of the pious impofition was undoubtedly moſt can. 
mendable and praiſe-worthy ; it was to ſerve 
ligious intereſts of the Monks, by palliating a, 
ous larceny (co ule the expreiiion of PutLarery 
upon the occ af10n) * * "ew a wwell-meant peccadills, 
riſling as this might have appeared to others ef, 


L { 


leſs ttmorous diſpoſition, the very thought of adranc. 
ing a fal7t; of any ſize whatever, even the mo dl. 
mirutive, io tarticd the delicate conſcience cf 

Vicar, that he reſolved in his mind not to have ag. 
linmediate perſonal concern in the commiſſicn of! 
heinous a crime; and, like an able Theologian, ke 
would avert from himlelf every perſonal impatatet 
of guilt, by kindly requeſting of Mr. Seal! the 


favour of a L—E. 


4. In a letter from Mr. Sewall to Mr. Blancc!! 


of Ince, dated July the 13th, 1783, and publithes 
on the 24th, are the following words: Nr. 
« Emmott wrote to me in January lad, that t 
*f two Incumbents (Meſſrs Williams and Har 
© were to be removed; that he could find no 0: 
© of the Body to ſupply their places, that he h. 
e offered the Place to the Monks, who had accept 
e of it, &c“.— The firſt part of Mr. Emmett: 
information, reſpecting the removal of Meilrs Wil- 
liams and Harris, is a circumſtance of that con- 
ſequence, that we muſt beg the liberty of com- 
ienting upon it. — Whether the removal of the tuo 
Incumbents had been Ag; fixed upon in the 
month of January or before, does not appear from 
the above letter; we are only informed, taat F: 
January 1783, Mr. Emmott had ac quainted | Mr. 


Sew 41, 


Dee 8 > 
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gewall, that their removal was already fixed upon. — 
Though Mr. Sewall does not ſpecify the date of 
Ir. Emmott's letter, Which contained that infor- 
mation; yet, it is vile, from the time required 
for Mr. Emmott to write to, and receive an anſwer 
from, the Supertour of the Monks, to whom he 
had offered the Place, which was aifo retarded, as we 
were informed by Mr. M PDonald in his Publi-ation 
of the 17th. of july, by the Su, erior of the cu 
eecl:ning to accept Mr. Emmoit s offer till he hd the 
previous approbation of the Rev. Mr. Gibjon, it 1; 
viable, that the removal of tlie two Incumbent had 
been ultimately determined towards the beginni g of 
January, if not, perhaps before, — Ie is therefore cvi- 
dent, in the firſt place, that the Biſhop had dete. in- 
ed to remove Meſſrs. Williams anc Harris imm di— 
ately after the Agreement of the 13th. of December, 
1783, approved of aud figned by is Lordſhip, nad 
taken place; that is, immedlately after the diicer- 
ences then ſubſiſting had been adjuſted, and Mr. 
Harris had been promiſed the total reſtoration of his 
functions in Liverpool. —It is evident in the ſecond 
place, that ſince the removal of Meſſrs. Williams and 
Harris, though concerted ſo long before, did not 
take place till the 3d. of April, that is, till all the 
monies were collected and divided between them, 
the very condition required by the Biſhop to reſtor 
Mr. Harris to the full exerciſe of his Functions, 
proved the very circumſtance of his removal from the 
Place.— Whoever will give himſelf the trouble of 
reading that very complaiſant ſetter from the Bithop 
to the Truſtees, ſoon after his return to Headiam, 
inſerted in page 277, will need no aſſiſtance to make 
fome 
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ſome very pertinent obſervations. The date of. 
letter was the 3d. of January, much about the f. 


time that his Lordſhip had formed the reſoluticn d 
removing both the Incumbents. 


Mr. Emmott had alſo informed Mr. Sew all, - tha; 
though the two Incumbents were to be remove d, 
he could find no one of the Bedy te Jupply their place 
Here 15 another Theological fineſſe of the conſcien 
tious Vicar! He would not tell a lie direct, n 
not for ever ſo much; but he would diſguiſe tl 
truth to ſerve his beloved Monks. The fact is, 
the molt diligent ſearch, we can find no one of: 
late Boly of Jeſuits i in this Diſtrict, to whom he eve: 
offered either place; ſo that his meaning mutt haue 
been, th, he could find no one of the Body, I 
never lesſted for any. It is true, the Rev. Mr. Arch. 
not quite ſo ſcrupulous 8 his friend the Vicas, 
advancing falſities of he” _ magnitude, has bc... 
declared in his Publication of the 10th. of July, 2. 
| theſe who held the prejentation offered the Place 1s : Ny 
4 of their own Members, that would accept of it, and an 
I refuſed. But as this unſupported aſſertion is dirc<iiy 
contradicted by the very Members, who are [.i« ta 
have refuſe4 what no one ever offered to them; We 
are fully convinced, that Mr. Archibald's authority 
for advancing ſo manifeſt a falſehood, refted ſolely on 0 
the directive information of the conſcientious Vicar. l 
—Had the Vicar always met with ſuch flexible con- ( 
ſciences, he would have ſucceeded better in his app- 
cation to Mr, Sewall. | 


* 


— 


18 


6. There is a clauſe in Mr. Archibald's Pabli- 
cation of the 7th, of Auguit, that ſheus in 5: 
cleareſt light, the very unfavourable opinion he 
q entertain% 
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entertained of the juſtice of his boaſted claims, 
The clauſe, with a few pertinent animadverſions 
upon it, was afterwarcs inſerted in the "Truſtees 
Vablication of the 21ſt, of the fame month, 0! whick 
mne following is a copy.— “ Hith regard to the tw 
intended Truſtees, viz. Mr. Blundell and Sir 
« Robert Gerard, as that matter has nit taken place, 
„I HopE, ſays Mr. Arch, IT NEUER wILL,— 
This only declaration, fo derogatory to the charac- 
«ters of thoſe reſpectable Gentlemen, is a plain 
intimation of the mean opinion he entertains 
« of their abilities and virtue. Fain would M*<Do- 
nald palliate his inſulting wiſh with the fulfome 
compliments of amiableneſs and virtue, ingrid 
and. honeur, which, with the impoitunity of a 
„ Paraſite, he ſo often beſtows on Sir Robert ; 
ſill the malicious wiſh mutt equally reflect on 
both; unleſs he means to infinuate to the Public, 
that his /raudulent au/rrpation of the Premiſes is 
ſo reluctant to every principle of integrity and 
irtue, as to compel him to wiſh, it may never 
be under the direction of Gentlemen, wlio are 
univerſally diſtinguiſned by the practice of both“. 
6. Mr. Arch, in his publication of the 17th, 
of Auguſt, after giving, purſuant to cuſtom, a moſt 
unfaithful account of the ſubreptitious induction 
of the Monks, ſupported, in default of better 
arguments, with an infinite profuſion of perſonal 
aſe, defamation and ſcandal pointed at the Rev. 
:ellrs Sewall, Langdale, and the reſt of the 
Conſultors, or Committee of the late Body of 
Jelutts, makes this ſhort, but ſingular, Panegyric 
of his two principal Benefactors: The Rev. Meſs 
Lvunott and Willians, exclaims the enraptured Monk, 
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Two Honzsr, PLain-DeaLiInG MENJ— I 
far-fetched Eulogy was thus expounded by Pius. 
LETHES in his Trirp LETTER to the Auryun: 
of Mr. M Donald's Publications, Augult the 28th, 

% The ſecond Point leſt unnoticed, even by the 
« ]:cen penetration of Vinpex (“), is that trul; 
„ rifible encomium you have paſſed on the tw 
© Inſtruments of your Brother's fortune, Meſſr: 
«« Emmott and Williams, Were I not fully con- 
« vinced of your habitual propenſity to ſneer, and 
that your ideas of plain dealing and honefly hav: 
© nothing analogous to thoſe of candour and juſtice, 
4 ] ſhould be tempted to chaſtiſe your unpardonable 
«« prophanation of virtuous Words. Meſſrs Emmet! 
ce ond Williams Two HoNnEsT PLAIN-DEALING 
e MEN The proofs are ready at hand: the one 
e declares in formal words, in the preſence of 
«« ſzyeral, whole names can be mentioned, that Je 
© would never be ſatisfied, till he could get Mr. Harri! 
« baniſped out of Town, that he would prove a 
« Prophet, and did, accordingly, deviſe a Plan 
« to ſtarve him cut: the other ſolicits a Gentleman 
*© of honour t) advance a fal/ehood ; and both, ſays 
« Mr. Sewall, were determined to run all hazard 
* to effett the removal of Mr, Harris, &c. &Cc. 
« Still Two VERY HONEST, PLAIN-DEALING 
« men ! Riſum teneatis Amici?“ 


7. We ſhall now cloſe this Review, inſenſibly 
grown to an immoderate length, with a ſerious 


ADDRESS 


(*) Vin px, who publiſhed a Vindication of Mr. S-wall': 
conduct on the 21ſt. of Auguſt, wrote in an eaſy, and unnd ted 


ſtile, His publication was much cenſured by Mr, M*Donald's 
adherers. 


F 
1 
/ 
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innrrtss to Mr. Archibald, extracted from the 
Publication of Vinpex of the 21ſt, of Auguſt: 
« And now as this matter has been fully cleared 
«np» to you, give me leave to put you in mind of 
«a duty, which every upright man muſt think 
« indiſpenſable ; and this is, a yvuBLIc RE- 
*PARATION to characters you have ſo craelly 
inſulted. Believe me, Sir, ſuch a ſtep will do 
you honour, An honeſt man may be deceived, 
and, labouring under deception, attacks even an 
innocent charader; but, if once ſet to rights, 
« he refuſes to make an adequate ſatisfaction, he 
« deſerves a name, with the infamy of which I will 
not pollute my paper.—Such reparation has long 
been expected from you, but, by your late pub. 
„ lications (ade might now add, BY YOUR LATE 
** PROCEEDINGS) it ſeems to be a thing the fartheſt 
from your thoughts“. 


The Reader, who has attentively peruſed every 
part of this Review, may now judge from the 
circumſtances before him, whether ary apology be 
ertaiuly due to Mr. Arch. M* Donald, i; he pretends 
n his uncommonly ſcurrilous Publication cf the 
17th, of July, for tbe uncommonly harſh appellations 
if A FORGER OF FALSEHOODS, A SCANDALOUS 
CALUMNIATOR AND IMPOSTOR, , 


SECTION 
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SE C 1-1-0 N IV. 


THE VIOLENT AND MERCENARY CONDUCT GF 73: 


MONKS, AND THEIR INCENDIARY SPEECHES Bot: 
FROM THE ALTAR AND THE PULPIT, CREATE 

ANIMOSITIES AND FEUDS, AND OCCASION SEVERAL 
KIOTS IN THB CHAPEL. THE BISHOP SENDS 
THREATNIN G MANDATE. FRESH PUBLICATI10%: 
APPEAR IN THE PUBLIC PRINTS, MR. HaARRi 


IS SUSPENDED A THIRD TIME, 


HATEVER idea the Reader may form ſton 

the Title of this Section, of the infamy, 
diſgrace, and profanation, attending ſome of the 
Tranſactions, announced as the Subject of the 
preſent narrative, we may ſafely venture to pro— 
nounce, that he can have no adequate conception 
of their real henouſneſs and criminality.—Religicn 
brought to ſhame and diſhonour; the Altar «: 
Peace-offering, and the Chair of Truth, made 
the Organs of ſedition, defamation, and fatyr ; 
the Sanctity of the Houſe of God polluted with 
riots and mutinons tumults: in a word, the ver! 
Vitals of Religion torn, and the Foundation: 
ſapped, for the ſake of ſordid intreſt; itſelf {lil 
more baſe and ſordid, becaule limited to the con- 
tewptible Sum of a few Pence (*); are faQs fv 
complete!) 


(*) By Mr. M Ponald's own account, in his Public:to" 
of the 17th, of July 1783, wherein he aſſures the Public, 7. 
when the money became due, viz- the balf-years Rents of the 
Benches in the Gallery of the Chapel, fx only refuſed payne 
iT appears evident, that ABOUT FOUR PFouNxDs CTERLINGG 

outwe:glcts 
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mpletely hideous, that the bare recital of them 
il juſtify our aſlertion beyond the expectation of 
he Reader-—But before we diſcloſe this new Scene 
of Religious proſtitution, it is neceſſary to acquaint 
tim with a few preliminary circumſtances, that 
preceded It, 

1. It has been obſerved in the foregoing Section, 
how the ſelf-created Chapel-Wardens abdicated their 
oficial honours, and relinquiſhed every concern with 
the management of the Chapel, at the firſt onſet 
of the Conſtitutional Truſtees, The ſudden abolition 
ef their viſionary Rank aiforded Mr. Archibald a 
favourable opportunity of reviving Mr. Williams's 
favourite Plan of managing in perſon the concerns 
of the Chapel, and engroſſing the income of the 
Place without controul. He had alittle before, in his 
Publicaiion of the 3d of July, declared his mercenary 
znd tusbulent intentions in very daring and explicit 
terms: ] tell you, Sir, moreover, ſaid the felfifl; 
„Monk to Mr. Blundell of Ince, that thoſe who 
« refuſe to pay me what is due half-yearly, ſhall be 
© turned out, and others, that will, put into their 
places“: accordingly, the moment, that the preten- 
ded Chapel-Wardens anulled their own Inſtitution, 

ne ſtept forth with ſhameleſs aſſurance, and velling 


their 
Q 


ontwerghed in the Scale of his avarice every other conſideration, 
end the moſt ſzcred duties of a Teacher of Chriſtianity z for 

was In conſequence cf their jet refuſal, that he trampled 
en their characters with ſavage licentiouſneſs, prophaned the 
danctuaty with a ſeditious exhortation to acts of violence, and 
brought indelible diſgrace upon Religion.---The Sequel will ſoon 
convince the Reader, that our aſſertions are not hyperbolical 
Fut literally true. 
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their illegal powers on himſelf, he boldly proc!aine- 
from the Altar his indefeſible right to the temporal 
management of the Chapel he had uſurped. 

2. By this time, the Rev. Mr. Brewer of Wool tos. 
who, as a temporary Aſſiſtant to Mr. Arch. has 
been intruded to the Incumbency of Liverpool cn 
the zd, of April, being poſſeſſed of an indepeni:,/ 
Fortune, in ſtrict conformity to his Monaſtic vow 
had retired to his VILLA, and the Rev. Mr. Ker. 
nedy, a young ruſtic Monk, juſt imported from . 
moraſſes of GHR MANY, was appointed to act 
concert wich Mr. Arch. 

3. Unfortunately, neither of the two Mor tie 


Gentlemen, now deſtiged to inſtruct one s - moſt 
numerous Congregations in the kingdom, bad cither 
talents or inclination to inſtruct (8). 10 vbviate 
the growing murmurs and complaints, occahoned by 
this viſible deficiency, they ſoon deviſed a Subllitute, 
which, without conveying inſtruction to the people, 
was only intended to ſcreen their miniſterial inactivity, 
to amaſe the ignorant, and {erve, upon occalion, tn 


enforce the rapacious meaſures, they had now deter. 


mined to purſue. This FacroTum of a Subſiitut? 
was an hungry Band of vociferous Chanters, 0: 
Ballad-fingers, who were hired by Mr. Arch. an 


- 1 
Inttodueed 


(&) It is ſomewhat ſingular in this reſpect, that Mr, A. 
M Donald, the choſen Champion and Pattern of Mithonas 
Monks, has never once, from his firſt arrival in Town, preac 1” 
2 Sermon or read a Leſſon ſrom tbe Pulpit.---His Colleague 
Mr. Kennedy has made a few unſucceſsful attempts, and he 
thinks he has done enough.---We ſhall ſoon produce, fc: 
edification of the Reader, an admirable Sample of his i 
Zeal, and Oratorical abilities, 
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introduced into the Chapel, both to filence the 
growing murmurs of the people with their di ſcordan 
notes, and to ſecond the violence of his deſigns. 
Theſe previous arrangements being made, Nr. 
Archibald and his Colleague thought themſelves 
ſuticiently well prepared to open the new Campaign 
of profanation, and ſcandal ; and the ſquel wii 
plainly ſhew, that Aunzi Sacka Famts a Hot; 
thirſt of Gaid) was the central point of all their 
ſubiequent operations. In effect, neither of them 
had yet made their appearance in the Pulpit to convey 
inſtruction to tie people; but no ſooner the halt 
year's Rents of the Gallery became payable, Vir. 
Kennedy mounted the ſacred Roſtrum, and, in perfec 
conformity to that ſacred injunction of his Divine 
Maſter, Freely ye have received, freely give ; pofie/* 


neither gold nor filver, nor money in your purſes, he 
made a. formal demand of monies, to which neither 
of them had the leaſt colourable right or claim. Firſt, 
becauſe he demanded the Rents of fix months, when 
ne had only been about ſeven weeks, and his partner 
about eleven in the Place. Second, becauſe neither 
of them had done any thing, during the above 
reipective periods, that deſerved the leaſt recompenſe 
or gratuity, Laſtly, and principally, becauſe they 
dad ſubreptitiouſly entruded themſelves on the Con- 
gregation as Incumbents, without the authority, 
conſent, and approbation of thoſe who held the 
preſentation of the Place. 

The injuſtice of their demand became ſtill more 
criminal by the forcible meaſures they purſued in 
ext orting the in of the people. Alike 
ndolent in the exerciſe of their Miniſterial functions, 
te preedy Confreres became now uncommonly active 


Q 2 and 
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and alert; and ſtimulated by the ſame ſpiric of 
pillage, they followed the Apoſtolic practice of 255 
from houſe to houſe (“), threatning deſtruction and 
vengeance on ſuch of the Bench- hol: ders as ſhewed 
the leaſt inclination to withold, what they had ny 
viſible right to demand. The Manno was their 
Object, and they were determined to poſſess it 2: 


any rate: it was even extorted, ſaid the well infor. 


PHILALETHES in his Publication of the 24th © 


July, under à falſe pretence (S. 


An the courſe of their Evangelic excurſion throngb 


the Town, the pious Collectors of the Gofpel-T: 
1 — 


had encountered many dilagreeable refulils ; 


foured by diſappointment and want of pelf, the; 
now reſolved to make up the deficiency, and f-cu: 


their future intereſt, by acts of open violence 
defamation; and to accumulate diſgrace upon iniq 


ty, the Houss oF Gop was to be the Scene 


* K 
acti 


(*) Sae Luxy, Xth, Chap. 


(&) There is a very ſtriking circumſtance in this reſp. 1» 


fhews the rapaciouſneſs of the two Intruders in the moſt c. 
ſight.---The greateſt part of the money they had co! 
or extorted from the people, belonged in fat to Mess 
liams and Harris; and they knew it to be their due for 
they had performed long before the intruſion of the {i 
This being a matter of fact and public notorizty, we are 
at a loſs how to account for the new Syſtem of Caſuiltry 


by the pious Monks, whereby, in direct oppoſition to the ol 


— 


principles of right and wrong, they can now ſafely conver; 
to their own uſes, and detain to this day, the wages due 
other Labourers, or, at leaf to one of them, eſpeciali/, after 


application has becn made to recover them. 
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tion. To expoſe to public infamy the character 


of every perſon, who had refuſed to comply with 
their unjuſt demands, was deemed a dangerous 


experiment by Mr. Arch. who ſtudied to conceal 
tue number of his opponents: accordingly, the better 

to ſucceed in the execution of. his infamous project, 
le ſelected a few from among the reſt, as victims 
&f his unchriſtian reſentment and inſatiable avarice z 
and the characters he meant to conſign to eternal 
n as a terrour to others, were ſome of the 
moll irreproachable and Worthy. 

In theſe Chriſtian ſentiments and diſpolitions, 
Mr. Arch. waited with impatience the approach 
et the enſuing Sunday, July the Gih, 1783; 
when, after having firſt offered at the Altar, in 
% fallneſs of rancour and revenge, the Solemn 
Cblation of Peace, he turned himſelf to the people 
with a countenance full of wrath, and, with the 
dagrament yet bleeding in his month, he harangued 
wem in a turbulent ſtile full of violence and re- 
proach, The Contents of his unchriſtian Speech, 
as far as we have been able to collect from the 

poſitions of creditable perſons, who attended that 
»cene of profanation, were the following. 


«« ! 


:18 firſt declared, that according to a notice 
„given on the preceding Sunday, that the half- 
year's Rents of the Gallery were due, both he 

and his Colleague had waited in perſon the week 
* before on moſt of the Bench-h6lders whoſe nzmes 

„be knew, or could otherwiſe find out; and that 

de had the ſatis faction to inform the Congregation 

at large, that almoit all, whom they had waited 
vpon, had acknowledged þ his jum demand, and 


raid him“. 
Q-'4 How 
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| How far this public declaration from the Altar 
the holy Seat of Truth, could be conſiſtent with 
0 any degree of veracity, after having extorted pay— 
! ment from ſeyeral perſons, both under a falſe Pretence, 
| and by means of the moſt daring violent menue 
F. in caſe of refuſal, let the Chriftian Reader judge 
I * He declared in the ſecond place, that only a 
| « few individuals, whoſe names he ſoon afte; 
7 % mentioned, had refuſed to pay him and acknow- 
þ „ ledge his jaſt demands; but that it was not mul: 
j % to*be wondered at, neither was it more than what 
| *« he had expected; confidering, {id he, that the) 
| « are perſons of refractory diſpoſitions, and profi. 
'$ « gate lives; perſons who practice no kind et 


* all riots; whoſe intereſt it is to keep up diflenſion:, 
«© and breed diſturbances; and who having alrea. 
«© been guilty of ſacrilege, there is nothing the. 
4 Will not dare??. 

The ſavage and rancorous bratality of this un- 
. parallelled profuſion of infamy, defamation, ans 
bs tliſgrace, appears the more hideous and deteltab!: 
as the perſons, ⸗»gainſt whom Mr. Archibald in- 
vtighed with ſuch boundleſs rage, had always becn 


diſtinguiſhed by a ſtrict regularity in the performance 


3 


_— . 


— 


5 of every religious duty, and had never ſo muchas 
TP taken an active part during the long courſe of 
4 paſt diſſenſions. Their only crime was an inviolabe 
by | attachment to the principles of honour, and to the 


faith of their ſignatures. In conjunction with tne 
major part of the Qualified Bench-holdere, e 
had figned an obligation, purſuant to the primitte 
Eſtabliſhment of the Chapel (ſee Section VII, br. 
I), whereby they had bound themſelves to py 


reſpect 


* « 
ah 
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teſpective Rents to no other perſon or perſons, but 
to. the Conſtitutional Truſtees, or to a Collector 
appointed by them : and they were ready to full 
their engagement, When called upon. But as their 
conſcientious and equitable conduct did not ſuit 

: rapacious views of the greedy Monk, he reſoived 
to diſgrace their unſullied characters with vile and 
e criminations in the very Houſe of God, becauſe 
Le could not ſatisfy the demands of his hungry 
4 arice at the expence of their honour and fidelity. 

io cloſe this firſt Scene of profanation with an 
t70ctous guilt, he concluded his Speech by proclaim- 
ing from the Altar, „ that the Benches of thoſe 
' pzrions, whom he had ſo outrageouſly reproached, 
* were now become vacant ; that whoever choſe to 
* wuke them, he would give them poſſoſſion of the 
lame, and would inſure to them the quiet and 
'* unmo;eſted enjoyment of them; and that, if they 
were refuſed by the preſent poſſeſſors, ke deſired 
them to repel them by force, he now promiſing 
to indemnify them for any thing that might 
'* appen in ſo doing.—In fine, ſaid the ſeditious 
Monk, I beg this good Congregation will join us 
n expelling theſe ungodly people from the inſide of 
'* thefe Walls”. 


146 


'Y 


It would be a groſs affront to common ſenſe to 


point out the direct ſeditious tendency of this laſt 
part of Mr. Archibald's ſpeech. Here is, in few 
V0rus, a moſt forcible exhortation to acts of ſacri- 
*220us violence: and as a powerful encouragement 
e perpetrate the ſame, a plenary remiſion of the 
crine is here offered at the foct cf the Altar before 
ue commiſſion of it. What an infamous poſtitution 


this 
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the warmeſt approbation of his turbulent confed 


rates, who cengratuleted the new Teacher of {-ditic: 


LAICUGIIGO! 
on the facred ſpot, with loud acclamations, clap; 
of hands, ſta mp T ng With the feet, 


and fach Other 
irrevereut marks of devot 


iT profana lon and joy 


to als 7 
The ſucceſs, that attended this fisſt eſſay of ve. 
ligious proſtitution, encouraged his faithful 
midons and Ballad-lingers to realize the new cor: 
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of their Leader and Apoſtle; accordingly, on th: 
Sunday following, they ſeized with violence anc 
tumultuous fury the Benches he had declared v vacant 
the preceding Sunday, and by their threats, de- 
portment, and inſulting language, they ſoon ſignif ! 
to the right Owners, that, in ſtrict conformity 
Mr. Archibald's ſeditious doQrine, they were de— 
termined to repel with ſacriledgious force eve, 
@ttempt of theus to recover their injured 5k 
This irreligious conduct of his tur rbulent Aſſoc ciate 
which Would have diſgraced a Meſque of 
cr a Pagod of Infidels, was not only ſeconded by 
the perſonal efforts of the Chriſtian Miniſter, but 
was by him immediately announced to the World in 
the public prints as an object of religious boaſt, and 
a meritorious act of Chriſtian intrepidity and zeal. 
To render the iniquity completely odious, 0 
the very day that the above uſurpation took place, 
Mr. Archibald delivered from the Altar ante 
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incendiary declamation, ſuperior in guilt, if poſiible, 
% the former; the principal heads of which were 
as follow. 

tft, © He began with caſting the odium of the 
'* tumultous deportment of his partizans on the 
« foregoing Sunday, on the*perſons of his Oppo- 
** nents, and having thus fathered the crime upon 
them, he enlarged on their impiety with uncom- 
mon acrimony and rage. He likewiſe reprobated 
in the molt pointed terms his having been inſulted 
before the Holy Altar (fo he called, his having 
been ditected in advancing a notorious falſehood), 
*and endeavoured to requite the pretended affront 
by railing the reſentment of the people“. 

2d. He then made an unfaithful review of the 


'« preſent diſputes, and charged the Truſtees with 
** manifeſt inconſiſtency, alledging what he knew to 
be falſe, and has been ſufficiently refuted in the 
'« firſt part of this Appeal; viz. that they had 
diviated from the principles of their original 
'* oppofition to Mr. Clifton's claims, &c. This 
invention of his own he embeliſhed with many 
'* farcaſtical ſallies of raillery, buffoonery, and un- 
'* becoming ridicule, tending to excite the contempt 
and averſion of his hearers””, 

zd. The affair of the 6th, of March, mentioned 
in the firſt part of this Appeal, when the Truſtees 
made an attempt to ſecure the poſſeſſion of the 
Chapel, was now introduced by Mr. Arch. to 
rouſe the indignation of the people againſt them, 
by repreſenting it in the moſt odious and criminal 
colours. He dwelt on this favourite topic of 
** ſeduction and falſehood wit vindiftive com- 


« placency 3 
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«« placency ; and after giving a moſt faithleſs deſcr:; 
of it, he called the Truſtees men of turl>y1- 
and factious diſpoſitions, who oppoſed all 
people of reſpe&t and conſequence in the Chanc: : 
* he charged them with ſacrilege, and ſtigmatige. 
«« their intentions with the infamous epithets 0. 
«© wicked, helliſh, ſacrilegious and infernal“ 

4th. ©* He endeavoured to impoſe on the Conpre. 
«« pation, in the moſt illiberal and abu ve ling up 
e that Mr. Blundell of Ince was no 'I'ruitce jor che 
Place, but the STALKING-HORSsE of the Acting 
„ 'Traukees ; and that though the Biſhop had adGiell. 
„ ed himſelf to the latter under the title of Truſtees, 
yet his Lordſhip's addreſs was of no fignification ; 
** ſince they could not, as a Body, be called, witt: 
„ propriety, by any other name, unleſs they were 
*f called a Pack of BLack-cuarDs”, 


5th. He next expoſed by name, without regard 
te to character or ſex, a reſpectable Lady, who, 
„bound by a former obligation, had refuſed to 
„„ pay him what he had no right to receive, . 
«© muſt alſo be numbered, ſaid the ruſtic Monk, a 
© the Refractery; adding, that he would perſiſt ir 
© his intention of excluding all the RefraQtory from 
« the Chapel; it being better that the rotten 
«© members ſhould be lopped away, than that the 
«© whole ſhould periſh”?. 


th. He then, in a ft of impious enthufiaſm 
„% and with unhallowed lips, compared himſelf and 
«« his perſecutions to his great Maſter Car15T 
„ Jesus and his ſufferings, and called aloud upon 
« tae Congregation to aſſiſt him in expelling their 
enemies; as he doubted not but they ſhould be 
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© able as effectually to drive them away, as the 


„brave General ELLioT was to hurl to deſtruction 
„the FRENCH and SPpariaRDs before the Rock 
«of GIBRALTAR With his RrD-RED-RIEZD Hor 
„ BALLS '. 

th.“ Infine, after loading his Adverſaries with 
an unſupportable weight of infamy, maledicence, 
«and defamation, after comparing them to BEEL“ 
Wu, and inflaming the paſſions of his 'Turbu- 
ent adherers with every inſtigation to acts of 
violence and lawleſs force, he concluded his 
« antichriftian Oration with the following burleſque 
„upon Religion : It was his daily prayer, ſaid the 
pious Monk, that the Lozp would vouchſafe 
to reſtore peace and tranquility once more to the 
'* Congregation, and that it was his whole ſtudy 
to promote it. That he hoped, his Adverſaries 
'« (viz. thoſe who had refuſed to comply with his 
** unjuſt demands) would by repentance (that is, 
„by breaking a former obligation and paying him 
the bench-money) waſh away their iniquities, 
with the full aſſurance, that they ſhould have the 
"* aſſiſtance of his pious prayers for a reformation 


in their lives and conduct“. 


This enormous, but faint ſketch of Mr. M' Do. 
nald's ſecond proſtitution of the ſacred Miniſtry, 
needs no additional comment to make it appear as 
one of the moſt daring profanations, that ever 


diſgraced a place of Chriſtian Worſhip, This how- 


ever we muſt obſerve with regret, that, within the 
reach of our knowledge, Ecclehaitical Memoirs have 
never yet afforded a ſimilar inftance of Eccleſiaſtical 

libertiniſm, 
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libertiniſm, which, to the irreparable ſcandal . 
the ſarcedotal order, had indeed no better 
than the criminal fear of loſing a few pence, 

The reader will now perhaps imagine, that : 
two laſt ſcenes of abomination and Keligious de! 
Jation, would have been ſ{uilicient either to fat! 
the vindictive temper of Mr. Arch. or, at le: 
to make him bluiſh at the atrociouſneſs of hi: 
proceedings: but the Sequel will ſoon convince hit 
that, far from relenting in his deſtructive prove: 
the farther he advanced, and the more deſtru6y: 
meaſures he purſued. Intereſt and lucre enforcec 
the violence of his counſels; and money, he wa: 
determined to ſecure at any rate, 

The next ſtated time for the payment of Bene! 
monies in the lower part of the Chapel, was now :.' 
hand; and, as the the time approached, his dc!iruc- 
tive efforts advanced with equal pace. He revyiev/*c. 
his forces, and found them inſufficient for the 
tended attack : his faithful Ballad-fingers, an 
other auxiliaries, who, upon their former invalio! 
of Bench- property, had been ſerved with lepa' 
notices, were now deterred from engaging a ſecond 
time; and the number of his Opponents in that par: 
of the Chapel made Mr. Arch. unwilling to Bazar 
the credit of his pious doctrine of repeiling by force 
any attempts of theirs to ſecure their ancient rights, 
In this ſtate of doubtful conqueſt, he deviſed a 
moſt admirable plan; and, regardleſs of the con- 
ſequences, he executed it with the utmoſt expedition. 
He had declared in his Second invective from ths 
Altar, that he would perſiſt in his intention ct 
excluding all the Refractory from the Chapel! 
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and he included in this claſs ſuch of the Bench- 
holders as he deſpaired of ſeducing over to ſecond 
the viſible injuſtice of his pretenſions. Several of 
this deſcription were in the lower part of the Chapel, 
and theſe he was determined to expell at all events. 
Accordingly, no ſooner the half-year's Rents be- 
came payable, but, with matchleſs vaiour, he made 
a deſperate attack on their properity, pulled up 


their Benches, carried them away in triumph, and 


placed them in the Chapel-yard ; where they now re- 
main as ſo many trophies of his heroick avarice, and 
monuments of indelible diſgrace, and ſacred plunder. 

This infamous dilapidation was very ſoon attended 
with conſequences of the moſt dangerous tendency.— 
Mr. Arch. was reſolved to juſtify the violence of the 
act by a ſtubborn perſeverance in the crime; and his 
enthuſiaſtic confederates, who had imbibed the tur- 
bulent principles of his ſeditious doctrine, were deter- 
mined to ſupport, 47 et armis, every exceſs of their 
herce Apoſtle, This violent enthuſiaſm, big with 
miſchief and deſtruction, and cheriſhed by Mr. Arch, 
with inceſſant aſſiduity, portended immediate ruin; 
and the event ſoon verified the ominous prediction. 
A violent and ſanguinary x 10 immediately enſued on 
the ſucceeding Sunday in the Houſe of God, and 
ſome of Mr, Archibald's adherers vented their fu- 
rious zeal with ſavage violence and brutality. The 
conduct of their adverſaries, who never returned a 
blow, inſtead of relenting their fury, ſecmed to 
add ſtrength to the violence of their deſigns, 

As the . merits of this ſacrilegious and mutinous 
Tranſaction will ſoon be diſcuſſed at a Public Court 
of Judicature, reaſons of the moſt obvious nature ſor- 


bid 
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bid us now to enlarge upon it, or to give our reader) 
a minute detail of ſuch criminal circumſtances :; 
attended the execution of it. 


The riotous deportment of Mr. M*'Donald's ad. 
herers was now publicly condemned by every triend 


to Religion and peace, and a good ſhare of the public 
odium fell, as might be expected, on Mr. Archibald 
himſelf. To remove from himſelf and his faithful 
partizans the merited cenſure of the indignant pub- 
lic, he had recourſe to his uſual expedient, of charg- 
ing his opponents with the flagitious deſerts of hi: 
adherers ; and his fertile invention ſoon deviſed the 
means.—The Biſhop was to be applied to, without 
toſs of time, that he would vouchſafe to protect the 
injurers under the ſhadow of his wings, and territy 
the injured party with Eccleſiaſtical menaces and 
cenſures.—Mean while, the inanimate Mr, Kennedy 
was to pave the way from the Pulpit for the recep- 
tion of the tremendous ManDaTE.—Matters being 
thus arranged, Mr. Kennedy haſtened to diſplay his 
Oratorical Talents by delivering on the Sunday fol. 
lowing a moſt inimitable exhortation from the Sacred 
Chair : an exhortation, embelliſhed in every period 
with the moſt beautiful tropes of Chriſtian Rhetoric, 
defamation, ſcandal, and invective. That the 
Reader may form a more enlarged idea of his elc- 
gant and pious Lucubration, we ſhall here ſubjoin 
a few principal heads, that ſeem to claim his parti- 
cular attention and reſpect.— They are as follow :;— 


iſt, © He began with expatiating in a moſt enthu- 
*« ftaſtic ſtrain on the heavenly and God-like ſuperi- 
„ ority of the Sacerdotal Order over the Laity. 
« Some Potentates of Earthly Kingdoms had been 10 


«« penetrated with ſentiments of their awful dignity, 
5s that 
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ce that they had even refuſed to fit or drink at table 
„before the Prieſts of the LoR D. Their dignity 
« was ſuperior to that of the heavenly SyirITs 
„% ah fee Go face to face, This he proved from an 
old Legend of an ancient Hermit, who, meeting 
„ by chance an ANGEL and a Pr1z5T, tell proſtrate 
« before the PRIEST in preference to the ANGEL.“ 

2d. He then proczeded to draw a ſtriking pa- 
« rallel between himſelf and the Ambaſſador of a 
«« Babarian Prince. The latter, ſaid he, was re- 
«« ſpeted wherever he came: But Hus Lr, who 
«© was an Ambaſſador ſrom the KING of Kings, and 
«the ThHirRD PERSON on Earth next to Cop, and 
« veſted with moſt extenſive powers, had no relpett 
„ ſhewn to by Mr. Archibald's opponents. I' his 
** aſtoniſhing order of HizrkaRcuy he explained 
„in this manner: the Porz, ſaid he, was the Firit 
„ perſon on Earth next to God; the Bis nor the 
„Second; and HimsELs the next,”—lt is ſome- 
what remarkable, and we are willing to attribute 
it to involuntary miſtake, that Mr. Kennedy 
ſhould place himſelf ſo nigh the Biſhop, as to leave 
no room for the Rev. Vicar of Gill-Mos ! 


3d. “ Having now laid down theſe principles with 


© their reſpective proofs, he inveighed with inex- 


e preſſible virulence of language againſt the Adver- 
„ ſaries of his Colleague, Were they, ſaid he in 
the fullneſs of his zeal, Were they in a Catholic 
Country, they would be committed to the power 
of SATAN; and no perſon whatever, either in 
trade or commerce, would either traffick or cor- 


*« reſpond with them. The difference however of 


the country could make no difference, ſaid he, 
in 


in 
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in their ſtate: he therefore adviſed his hearers tc 
„ coniider them in the {ame 7zzfernal predicament.” 

4th. In fine, to rouſe the indignation of Mr. 
% Archibald's Adherers again{ their Antagoniſts, he 
charged the latter, in the height of ranccur, 
* with a vile imputation, equaily groundleſs and 
« deteftable : he declared, without ſhame or fea: 
of conviction, that, not content with refuſing to 
«© pay, they had even encouraged ſome perſons to 
« put the penal Laws in force againſt him and 
« ty; Colleague”, * But, ſaid the martial Monk, 
we hold them in contempt, and ſet them at de- 
% fiance??, 


Theſe and many other enthuſiattic and inflammatory 
paſſages, which decency forbids us to repeat, com- 
poſed the above elaborate Piece of Chriſtian Elo- 
quence. The very vehement expreſſions of malevo- 
lence, indignation, and revenge, ftudioufly in- 
terſperſed through the whole, were of that ſeditious 
tendency, that ſeveral reſpectable Gentlemen of a 
different perſuaſion, who happened to be preſent, 
did then declare, and have ſince repeated 1t, that 
they were ſo terrified with the unchriſtian tenour 
of Mr. Kennedy's ſpeech, that they would have 
given (500 to have been able to get out of the 
Chapel, as they expected every moment to be wit- 
neſſes to a Scene of blood. 


The good Monks had now taken ſufficient pains 
to prepare the minds of the people to receive the 
Biſhop's MAN DATE. This they expected with in- 
expreſſible anxiety, not doubting, from the ſiniſter 
informations conveyed to his Lordſhip, concerning 
the late ſacrilegious Tranſactions and his Lordſhip's 

experienced 
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experienced readinefs to believe them, that it would 
fully acquit them and their atlociates of every im- 
putation of guilt, and jullify their unwarrantable 
proceedings, Tazy were not deceived, if we may 
be allowed to judge from the tenour of their /utpo/ed 
MAN DATE, which the two Co-uturpers read from 
Alter on the enſuing Sunday, 
lere it may not be i. "proper to obſerve, that, previous 
to the ſend ling of the Mandate, the ne had had 
wy 2d informations, of the violent and mercenary 
conduct of the Monks, from perions of unqueſtionable 
veracit Y3 but being OS termined 29 act Aacce rdiug 7g 
. 14 [1 fpe, I Rutl es, WHICH Oe fo reguire that þ fou 
be efrciatly ir formed, wi by Mr. Emmrit, and no 
body elſe, he diſtegarded with indiſcriminate indif- 
terence every other information which had not the 
ſanction of his Vicar. The whole texture of his 
Mandate, as given out from the Altar by the two In- 
truders, betrayed the moſt uncquiroc:! 
the pig ſource of his Lordihip's inſormatien. 
te impeading ſentence of N !UNICATION 
Welk in the Mandate ie the Difurbers of 
the Monks, but not aguinſt the {ir bing Monks, 
was thundered out from the Altar by the two Con- 
freres with great ſolemnity and joy. The Mandate, 
in their opinion, was an invaluable acquiſition; it 
was a public juſtification, t they thought, of then 
paſt lawleſs conduct, and of that of their confede- 
rates: and to make a ſtronger impreſſion on the minds 
of the people, and deter the moſt intrepid from ever 
oppoſing in future any meaſures they might chuſe 


to adopt to promote their pecuniary views, Mr. Ar- 
chibald declared from the Altar, that thoſe who ſhould 
incur 
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incur the Excommunication then denounced, oupht 
to be avoided by their fellow-creatures with tke 
utmoſt ſcrupuloſity and conſcientious care. 7 
ene, ſaid he, ought either to eat or drink with t/ em, 
or out of the fame cup. No one ought to ſleep with 
them, or lie in the ſame bed after them. No one ought 
to cohabit with them, or dwell in the ſame bob. 
They are not to be ſpoken to by any one, and no one 10 
16 trade, correſpond, or traſick with them, Sc. Cc. 

The Reader will now perhaps expect to gratity 
his curioſity with the peruſal of the famous Mandate: 
but ſince the printed Copy, afterwards publiſhed, 
and fold for THREE Pence by Mr. Arch. is ma- 
terially different from the Manuſcript which was 
read from the Altar, we cannot think of inſerting 
it in this place: we may perhaps inſert it *ere long 
in the Appendix to this Appeal. The contents ct 
the Mandate, as read by Meſirs M Donald anc 
Kennedy, will ſufficiently appear from the tenour 
of the ſubſequent Letter, which we have found in 
the Liverpool News-Paper of the 6th of November, 
1783. 

Copy of a Letter to the very Rev. Mr. Giblon. 
„My Lord, 

«© YESTERDAY Meſſrs M Donald and Kennedy 
„ read from the Altar a very extraordinary Paper, 
« which they ſtiled Your Lordſhip's MaN DATE of 
e the 15th Inſtant.— The contents were of ſuch 
«a nature, that we could hardly believe it came 
% from you; and as the injunRions laid upon the 
«« Congregation were too many for. i//irer ate people 
(for ſo you were pleaſed to compliment Mr. 
«© M Donald's Opponents) to retain them at the 
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Hirſt hearing, we have this day applied to him for 
** a Copy of the ſame, that we might know how 
far we had to obey ; as we have always ſubmitted, 
and are determined to ſubmit, without re{triction, 


to every part of your ſpiritual authority, when 

** confined within the Sphere of your fpiritual 15 
Character, which i; the Land- mark of our re- Vi 
60 a 


ligious obedience.— Mr M Donald not being 0 
willing to give us a copy for our direction, we | 
think it neceſſary to requeſt it of you. jv 


*« This application becomes the more neceſſary, 


as we are apprehenſive, that the two Monks 1 
** interted jome clauſes in what they called vour I 
\ , 7 1 . © wed ' ; 1 
os Mandate, that ſeemed to interfere with our tem- | 


poral claims and properties, and the natural 
rights of Self-defence.—-Indeed, the Mandate, 
as read by the above illiterate Intruders, did not 
only ſanctify the moſt daring ulurpations of 
private property committed by them, the moſt 
notous acts of violence, and blood-zhed, perpe- 
© trated at their inſtigation, and the moſt gandalous 
« and unchriſtian aſperſions, they have ſo liberally 
** thrown on the beſt of characters, but, by a maniicſt 
* inverſion of every principle of natural juſtice, 
„it tended to deprive the injured Party of ever 
„% means of redreſs. 
« As far as we can recolle& the particulars of 
«« the ſuppoſed Mandate, we find, we are now to 
« ſyffer Mr. M<Donald and his riotous Confederates 
« to rob us of our property, under pain of excom- 
©« munication. We are not to vindicate our injured 


«© Characters, and the rectitude of our official con- 'F 
„duct, under pain of excommunication, We are nl. 


8 / 
, 
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to read in filence, without murmur or complaint, 
„ the moſt infamous publications, that ever diſgraced 
* the Print, under pain of excommunication. We 
«are to be charged from the Altar and Pulpit 
with criwes and meaſures we never thought of, 
„ and not allowed to reply, under pain of excom- 
© munication, We are to ſupport and maintain 
„two ignorant violent Intruders, under pain of 
* excommunication, We are to acknowledge in 
„you, as a Biſhop, under pain of excommunication, 
that temporal furiſdiction in theſe Realms, which, 
* you know, we have ſolemny denied upon cath 
in the Pope himſelf, &c. &c. 

«© Upon theſe principles, which are the natural 
« reſult of your ſuppoſed Mandate, as read to ur, 
« you may with equal right ſeize any part of bur 
% Eſtates and property, and lay us under an en- 
* communication, if we attempt to interrupt the 
« uſurper in the quiet poſſeſſion of the premiſes.— 
«« Where is the difference? — No, Sir, we are not 
« quite ſo illiterate as to bclieve, that Excomma- 
« nications and Eccleſiaſtical cenſures were inſtituted 
to promote ſuch vile deſigns. We have conſtantly 
e been, are now, and hope to continue obedient 
* to that Spiritual Authority, which Chriſt com- 
© mitted to the Paſtors of his Church; but we are 
ce equally reſolved, as weil as ſolemnly bound, 
« never to ſuffer any encroachments of her Paſtors on 
«« our temporal rights. 

% With what view you threw ſo many hints at 
«© Mr. Harris in your Suppoſed Mandate, is beſt 
* known to yourſelf, You muſt be ſenſible, that 
that Gentleman is perfectly unconnected with the 

«« pre ſent 
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Trial, that all your hopes were built? we 


© candour of their impartial Readers, and run the 
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preſent debate; whatever pains Meitrs Emmott, 
M<Donald, and his reitleſs Partizans may take 
to repreſent him as a principal party. His Cale, 
as far it is connected with our Temporal claims, 
will ſoon be exhibited to the Public without colour 
or partiality. Naked Truth ſhall be our only 
guide. 

«« We are quite at a loſs, how to account for the 
prohibition of the ApPEaAL mentioned in your U 
ſuppoſed Mandate. As it muſt be the production 
of a few #/literate people, one would think, you | 
had little to fear from the ſtile of their pen: 1 i 
but, perhaps, you only mean to ſpare the Pub- 4 
liſhers the ſhame of a paltry Compoſition; if fo, 14 
the Publiſhers, who have no pretentions to ele- 
gance, but to the trite truth, will truſt to the 


hazard of literary cenſure. 1550 
„% The Apoſtle's reproach to Corinfhians „ 
reſpe&ing Law-ſaits, mentioned in your ſuppoſed | 
Mandate, is of that nature, that we cannot for- 
bear retorting it upon yourſelf, von were 
repeatedly told on a former occaſion, how mali- [Fi 
ciouſly 


the 


the Rev. Mr. Williams had commenced 

Legal proſecutions againſt many innocent perſons 
n 

of this Congregation ; but, inſtead of reproaching 

him with his conduct, inſtead of exhorting him 

to apply to A One Wiſe man te judge between 


F . + . . * . 
mim aud his opponents, you ſaifered him to carry 
on tne 


— 2 


a: — 
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proecution to the utmoſt pitch of ſcandal, 
F 81 28 17 * | »* 4 , 2 

though, as it might be expected, without ſucceſs: 
and was it not on the ſucceſs of that abortive 
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* do not only want J//e Judpes, but Wife an? 
* Honeſt; ſuch, as will hear both ſides, and jud- 
without partiality or favour ; and ſuch, we aj. 


< prehend, were the Judges recommended by the 
«« Apoltle. 

We profeſs the greateſt reverence for the many 
„ Scripture Texts, which conſtituted a great part 
« of your ſuppoſed Mandate; and upon, the ſame 
«« principle, we pay equal reverence to others, in 
*«« which the Monks rapacious conduct is eviden:!y 
„ condemned. In this Claſs we comprehend all 
«© thoſe heavy curſes, which the Word of God fo 
often lays on the oppreſſors of Widows and Or- 
«« phans, who ſeize their poſſeſſions and property, 
« and who, by force and violence, remove their 
** neighbours land-mark ;—and can the pulling up 
of Benches, and depriving perſons of their paternal 
«« Eſtates, bought and paid for, be called by any 
% other name? 

«© Before we conclude this letter, we beg leave to 
«« aſk you once more the following ſimple queſtion, 
„% which you have never yet vouchſafed to anſwer.— 
% How came it to paſs, that when every point in de- 
e bate was amicably ſettled, all animoſities ſnbſided, 
«« every article of your own agreement complied 
„with, and peace and harmony reſtored to this 
«« di';ated Congregration, —how came it to pals 
„that, in oppoſition to a moſt ſolemn, agreement, 
« fipned by yourſelf, you authoriſed the preſent 
«« ſelf- calling incumbents to ſeize our property (*), 
and diſturb the quiet of the 3 ? | 


(*) The Monks had along declared, and do ſtill maintais, 
that the Biſhop had poktively authorized them to take poſſeſſton 


of 
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& A categorial anſwer to this Queſtion, as well 
ce as to every other part of this letter, without 
ce the uſual mode of evaſions and ſubterfuges, we 
ve ſhall expect by the return of Poſt: if we are diſ- 
« appointed, you may be aſſured this very Letter 
„will make its appearance in the firſt Liverpool 
«« Newſpaper, after the expiration of the time juſt 
« mentioned, as a Prelude to the publication of the 
Appeal, advertized in the lai Liverpool papers (5). 

1 am; 
«« My Lord, 
«« For SFLF and TRUusrrEs, 
*© Your obedient Servant, 
e RoBERT LawnRerce. 
« Liverpool, Oftober 2oth, 1783. 

The Biſhop's threatening Mandate fo clated the 
two Monks and their turbulent aſſociates, that they 
now thought themſelves at full liberty to act with 
unreſtrained violence, and proſecute with impunity 
every vindichve mealure. Accordingly, they imme- 

diately 


of the Chapel and Houſe adjoining, though neither of them 
belonged to his Lordſhip under any pretence whatever; a2 
it was in confequence of their declaration, that the Queſtion 
was. put to the Biihop in the above Letter, 


(d) The Biſhop never anſwered this Letter; but it was 
in conſequence of it, that a Mandate in his Lordſhip's name 
was afterwards publiſhed and indiſcriminately fold by Mr. Arch. 


McDonald, As Mr. M*Zonald refuſed to impart a Copy of 


the Manuſcript he had read from the Altar, and the Bithop 
was equally unwilling to comply with the Truſtees requeſt for 
a Copy of the ſame, the printed Mandate appears to us in 
a very dubious light in point of exact conformity to the firſt, 
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diately proceeded to complete their deſtry dive . 
and, by pulling up and removing other benche 
they created new tumults in the Houſe of God; 
ſuch was now to be called after being ſo NN 
polluted with ſanguinary riots, commotions, and 
aſſaults. 


The removing of the Benches. and deprivin, 
their Opponents of their local property in i: 
Chapel, together with the favourable tenour 6/ 
the Biſhop's Mandate, could not, in the opinio: 
of Mr. Archibald and his Confederates, fail o. 
ſucceſs in the proſecution of their unanimous project, 
of {totally expelling their Antagoniſts from the Chap- 
el: but their hopes were ſoon fruſtrated by the 
pacific meaſures adopted by the latter. Though 
forcibly deprived of their paternal inheritance, and 
groſsly inſulted by Mr. Arch. and his adherer:, 
they reſolved not to abandon a place, which they 
were bound to frequent on flated days. Their 
Benches had either been deſtroyed or ſeized, and 
they had no inclination to exaſperate their Adverſaric: 
by contending wv et armis for the recovery of their 
property : they therefore agreed to attend the uſual 
Service in a ſpacious and vacant place of the Chapel 
within the Rails of the Altar; which, they appre- 
hended, could give no umbrage either to Mr. Archi- 
bald or his friends, as the place was entirely ſecluded 
from the Benches, of which they had been deprivec, 
But their pacifie and unexceptionable conduct met 
with uncommon oppoſition from their reſtleſs eneniies. 
Nothing but their total expulſion from the Place 
could ſatisfy their malevolent wiſhes ; and finding 
their favourite object now fruſtrated, they tried every 


mean: 
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means, that malice and reſentment could ſuggeſt, 
io compaſs their deſign.— he moſt ſcurrilous and 
aſulting language, the molt ſarcaſtical and degrading 
bithets, uttered by Mr. Archibald from the Altar, 
perſonally levelied at them, and ſeconded by the fer- 
vent hiflings of his rude auxiliaries, were repeatedly 
uied every returning Sunday to drive them from their 
tation. The Biſhop, it ſceme, was likewiſe applied 
to to promote their Chriſtian plan; but, for reaſons 
unknown to us, the application proved fruitleſs and 
of no effect, | 
Soured by ſacceiive diſappointments, and ſtill 
determined to perſiſt in the proſecution of their in- 
imical meaſures, they had the incredible effrontery 
of lodging a formal complaint with the CIVIL Ma- 


GISTRATE, and ſoliciting the coercive affiftance of 


the CIVIL Arm, to effect the ruin of their peaceful 
Adverſaries. This bold Deputation, compoſed of a 
few ſelet Confederates, was headed by Mr. Arch, 
as the Leader of the Band: but the viſible malignity 
of their remonſtrances, and the dangerous tendency 
of their unjuſtifiable Petition, met wich the treatment 
they deſerved. Indeed, nothing, but the moſt con- 
ſummate aſſurance, could have induced the reſpecta- 
ble Delegates to hope for ſucceſs! Neither can we 
account in any other ſenſe for the boldneſs of the 
enterprize, but by aſcribing 1t to the unlimited and 
awell-grounded confidence they repoſed in the long 
experienced abilities of their Fellow-Delegate and 
P.ENIPOTENTIARY Mr. Stephen Bromley of 
SHaw's-Brow,.—How far Mr. Bromley's dependent 
ſituation of life, which owes 1ts very exiſtence to the 
generous ſupport of a Charitable Public, can be re- 

conciled 
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conciled with his perſonal exertions in foſtering pub. 
lic feuds, and ſuing for the expulſion of ſuch perſons, 
as have hitherto coats to his maintenance and 
ſupport, is left to the judgement of the Reader. 


While the above meaſures of violence were carried 
on with the utmoſt bitterneſs and rancour, and 5: 
open defiance of every principle of Religion and 
Juſtice, a ſecret plot was in great forwardneſs, + 
complete, if potlivle, the total ruin of Mr. Harri. 
by effectually removing him from the Town of Li. 
verpool: for every other advantage ſeemed of litile 
value, ſo long as this Grand ORIGINAL Ogjrc 


remained unaccompliſhed. 


4 


Ever ſince the zd. day of April, 1783, on 
which, as related in page 303, Mr. Harris had 
been ſerved with the Sccond Suſpenſion, he had 
ſtrictly adhered to every limitation, preſcribed in 
the Formule inſerted in page 305; and the fortunate 
diſtance of ten neaſured miles betwixt LiveRyoOL 
and LYDIATE-HALL, afforced Mr. Blunde!l of 
Ince the opportunity of confering a new favour on 
Mr. Harris, by appointing him to the Incuimbency 
of the Latter: but as this unexpected appointment 
was perfectly compatible with his reſidence in the 
Town of Liverpool, a Plan was ſoon devite! 
deprive him of this laſt reſource. 

It is needleſs to acquaint the Reader, that 
Rev. Vicar of Gill-Moſs left not a ſtone enturne. 
to counteract this untoward concurrence ct circum— 
ſtances. The very preſſing and unconnected tenour 
of his five letters to Mr. Harris upon the occaiion, 
all written within the ſpace of ms: more than 
month, betrayed every ſymptom of dis 1ction and 
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anxicty, He firſt informed him, a. His faculties, 
even within the limited diſtance, ſpecified in the 
Formule of Suſpenſion, had been granted to him, for 
ene year only, He then offered him a wretched Place, 
which, agrecably to the Biſhop's declaration in his 
laſt letter to Mr. Harris, would have been as di{. 
graceful as it was unſuitable, Soon after, he proffer- 
ed him another, cven before he had obtained the conſent 
of the Preprietor. The Place, ſaid the zealous 
«« Vicar, is become vacant, and I muſt proceed with- 
© out delay to fill it up, that the Congregation may 
*© not be left without a Paſtor, —that the Congregati- 
on be not left one Sunday, if poſible, without an 
*< Incumbent: and again; you are very ſenſible, 


that the Congregation ſhould not remain a day, it 


© poflible, without a Paſtor.— Be ſo good therefore 
to ſend me your ultimate and poſtive anſwer to 
my Note of the 5th. Inſtant, that I may immedi. 
** ately proceed to fill up the vacancy.” 

Mr. Harris's anſwer to Mr. Emmott's ſecond offer 
was as follows : 


Copy of a letter from Mr. Harris to Mr. Emmott. 
«« Reverend Sir. 

« Owing to your filence reſpecting the particulars 
of the Place, you were io obliging as to offer me 
ein your Note of the 5th. Inſtant, I have employed 
„ more time, than I could well ſpare of late, in 
% making ſuch enquiries, as common prudence 
© ſeemed to require, before I could venture to accept 
« of any place, Theſe inquiries have hitherto 


proved unſucceſsful ; for I can learn nothing po- 


de ſitive and certain: I, therefore, truſt, you will 
e indulge me with diſtin and ſeparate anſwers to 
** the following queſtions : viz, 

R 2 0 Iſt, 
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© It. Is the Incumbent at Stonyhurſt a Ten 
at will to any particular Gentleman? 


2d. Is the income of the Place a permanent one, 
** ſo as to be out of the power of any particular per- 
*£ ſon or perſons to alter it ? 


ant 


zd. What is the ſtanding income of the place, and 
« what the emoluments annexed toit? 

«© 4th. Is there any thing like a Library in the 
«« place? 

sth. Is the Congregation a ſcattered one, or con- 


«« tiguous to the place of the Incumbent's reſidence ? 
« And what number ? 


«© 6th. What living can you inſure me, in caſe of 
«« acceptance, and for how long a time? 


« 7th, What ſecurity will you give me againſt per- 
« {onal inſults, and occaſional upbraidings, which 
«« the moſt trivial unfavourable incident muſt neceſ— 
« farily call forth from perſons already too well ac- 
«« quainted with the diſgraceful circumſtance of the 
« ſhort duration of my Miſſionary powers among 
« them (now very little above ten montl:s to come), 
e and where the report of repeated Suſpenſions, &c. 
«« has been circulated to my diſprace ? 


« 8th. What proſpect can I have of doing any 
« laſting ſervice to Religion, being thus circum— 
e ftanced among ſtrangers, unleſs, prior to my de— 
«« parture, I have my character properly guarantee. 
from perſonal attacks? Can you procure me this 
«« neceſſary protection? 


6 The reaſonableneſs of the above queſtion. 
ce induces me to hope, you will favour me with 
* ſuch anſwers as you are able to return, Whatever 


* 
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e theſe may be, I deſire they may be tranſmitted 
immediately to me without paſling through any 
other hands: and whatever other Notes or Letters 
you may be inclined in future to write to me, I beg 
they may be conveyed to me in the ſame direct 
manner. My reaſon for giving you this caution 
is, to prevent the repetition of an infamous in- 
faction of public faith, which, I have reafon 
*£ 10 apprehend, I have experienced through the 
„Channel of your uſual conveyance (“); which 
I hope will convince you of the propriety of my 
conduct in not anſwering your two laſt notes in 
e the manner you propoſed. 
« ] am, 
s Rev. Sir, 
«« Your humble Servant 

% RATHUN D Harris. 

Liverpool, May 21, 1783.” 

All the ſatisfaction that this modeſt and civil 
anſwer obtained from the Rev. Vicar of Gill-Moſe, 
was an impertinent and unmannerly reply, Which 
Mr. Harris immediately acknowledged with coolneſs 
of temper and civility of language. The follow- 
ing is a 

Copy of Mr Harris's Anſwer to Mr. Eminott. 

4 Reyvd. Sir. 

I] thought, that the ſale of my laſt letter to you, 
« merited no ſuch harſh reply, as you have been 
«« pleaſed to ſend me, Had 1 addreiled the ſame 

R 3 hc 


(*) Mr. Emmott's Letters to Mr. Haris were always left to 
*44* "ty 1 P Y | 115 E 
the care of Mr. Williams, and, after tue introfion of the Monks, 
to the care of Mr. Donald. 
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e to the Biſhop, I am confident, from the tenour 
* of his Lordſhip's laſt favour to me, it would have 
„ met with a more friendly reception (). But, 
* left you ſhould tax me again with cauſing you to 
*«« loſe your time, by troubling you with trivial, 
*« unreaſonable, and unneceſſary queries, objections, 
** difficulties, and. ſcruples, I beg leave to aſſure 
*«« you, that, ſince you do not chuſe to ſatisfy my 
«« queſtions, in the reſolution of which my happine!. 
and reputation are eſſentially intereſted, I cannot 
**.think of accepting your offer upon ſuch uncertain 
terms, ſo derogatory to my character, both as 
san Eccleſiaſtic and a Gentleman. 


«I am 
„ Reyd. Sir, 
« Your very humble Servant 

| e RayruundD Hargis,” 
Liverpool, May 27, 1783. 
It 1s very remarkable, though very eaſily account- 
ed for, that the ſympathetic zeal of the pious Vicar, 
who expreſſed ſuch inward anxiety and concern leſt 
the Congregation of Stonyhurſt ſhould remain, even 
a day, without a Paſtor, did not (ſuggeſt to him 
the obvious expedient of entruſting that neglected 
© Congregation to the Paſtoral care of his friend Mr. 
Williams, who continued out of Place in the en- 
virons of Liverpool near a month after the date of 
his laſt letter to Mr. Harris.—But be this as it 
may (for it was the opinion of many, that Mr. 
Williams was intended to re-enter the Chapel im- 


mediately upon the removal of Mr. Harris), the 
Rev. 


(*) The Biſhop's letter, here alluded to, will be publiſhes 
towards the cloſe of this Section. 
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Rev. Vicar and his Allies finding the above meaſures 
ineffeQual, it was unanimouſly agreed, that the 
molt eficacious means to compaſs their favourite 
projet, would be to deprive Mr. Harris of every 
means of ſubſiſtence in the Town, by applying to 
the Biſhop for a freſh Suſpenſion againſt him. 


% judge from the tenor of the enſuing formule of 
Suſpenſion, which was eaſily obtained, it appears, 
that the Biſhop had received official information of 
the ſame malicious charges againſt the perſon of Mr. 
Harris, which had been very wantonly circulated 
through the Town a little before, to render him 
odious in the eyes of the Public. —The very firſt riot 
in the Chapel, mentioned in the preceding part of 
this Section, was publickly declared by ſome to have 
been directed in perſon by Mr. Harris: inviſible 
meſſengers, to and fro, had been frequently ſeen 
betwixt his houſe and the Chapel during the riot, 
and his imaginary orders were punctually executed. 
Others went further, and declared, that Mr. Harris 
had not been confined to his houſe during the ſacri- 
legious affray, but had been in the very Gallery of 
the Chapel, aiding, exhorting, and initigating peo- 
ple to acts of violence and blood. —And it was well 
known by both the flanderers, that Mr, Harris had 
been all the while at the houſe of Mr. Blundell of 
Ince,—-In effect, ever fince the intruſion of the 
Monks, he has been conſtantly out of Town every 
Sunday and Holiday without exception. —But it was 
by means of theſe and the like ſlanderous allegations, 
that his Suſpenſion was to be procured, and himſelf 
expofed to the violence of party-rage ; the latter of 
which he very ſoon experienced as. a prelude to the 
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former.—The following Advertiſement, publiſhed by 
order of the Magiſtrates, will beſt inform the Reader 
of the felonious nature of the fact: it read thus 


«« Town of Liverpool, to Wit : 
«« Tug MacisrRATESs of this Town having re- 
** ceived information, that ſome ill- diſpoſed Perſon, 
or Perſons, laſt night, about the hour of Twelve, 
«« wicketly and maliciouſly, and, as is believed, with 
intent to injure the Perſon of Mr. Raymund 
Harris, threw ſeveral Brickbats at the windows of 
** his lodging-room, in Edmund ſtreet, one of which 
«« ſtruck the curtains of his bed ſo forcibly as to 
% alarm and awake him; a Reward of Five Cu- 
** NEAS is hereby offered to any perſon, who ſhall 
make diſcovery of any ſuch Offender or Offenders, 
*« ſo as he, or they, be convicted of the above cf. 
© fence. 
By Order of the Magiſtrates. 
« CoLquirT,” 


« 24th. October, 1783.“ 


However criminal the perpetrators of the above 
lawleſs deed may appear in the eyes of the Reader, 
we might perhaps be inclined to attribute the raſinets 
of their attempt to ſome concurrent circumitances 
previous to the act. In effect, Mr, Archibald's 
Red-Red-Red HoT-BALLSs, his violent attacks on 
private property, his incendiary addreſſes from the 
Altar, together with the enthuſiaſtic ſpeech of his 
partner Mr. Kennedy, &c, &c, might very eafily 
be conſtrued by ignorance and bigotry, as a poſi tive 
ſanction to the perpetration of the worſt of crimes. 
Add to this, that, very few days before, the Buthop's 


tremendous Mandate had been read from the Altar, 
wherein 
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wherein very bitter refleQions were caſt on Mr. 
Harris, which were afterwards carefully expunged, 
before it made its appearance in print. -tiow far 
theſe, and the like, incidental circumſtances, might 
have influenced the criminal Act, we. cannot preciſely 
determine: This however, is mot certain, that no 
ſooner the above ADVERTISEMENT was tranſmitted 


to the Biſhop, but, inſtead of pitying Mr. Harris's: 


ſituation, and reprobating the conduct of his enemies, 
he denounced another ſentence of Suſpenfion againſt 
him, and thereby expoſed him to further inſults. 


We ſaall here ſabjoin for the inſpection of the 
Reader a faithful tranſcript of the Latin Formule 
of the third Suſpenſion of Mr, Harris, with a literal 
Tranſlation of the ſame: and from the tenour of 
its contents, which we purpoſe to illuſtrate with 
a few curſory remarks, he will eaſily diſcover how 
implicitly the Biſhop believed every official informa- 
tion againſt him, however unſupported with proofs, 
or void of probability, The following 1s a 


Copy of the Third Latin Suſpenſion of Mr. Harris. 


„ Reverende Domine Raymunde Harris. 

«© Hortamur & ehixe obſecramus, ut ſtatim te con- 
feras ad oppidulum vulgo dictum Ugthorpe, ſitum 
«« prope urbem Whitby in Comitatu Eborac ; eamque 
vineæ Dominicæ partem pro viribus excolas. Quo- 
** niam autem gravis & Sacerdotem prorſus dedeco- 
rans, per longum jam tempus, nomini tuo altiùs 
„ inhæſit infamia, eo quod, opinione plurimorum de 
rebus rectè judicantium, habearis auctor, adjutor, 
fervidus hortator turbarum & diſſenſionum, que 
e fidelium animos ad odia et inimicitias vehementer 
inflammarunt, non ſine graviſſimo, et latiùs quam 
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hoc Regnum patet, Religionis noſtræ ſparto dee. 
core, Officii noſtri neceſſitate compulii, prohibemus 
„ tibi ſubpœna Suſpenſionis a Divinis ipſo facto in- 
currendæ, ne poſthac in qualibet hujus Diſtrictu- 
parte ſacrum celebres, vel munus quodcumgque 
parochiale exerceas abſque expreſia Vicarii Apo- 
** ſtohict venia, niſi in Oppidulo ſupradicto Ugthorpe, 
*© ejuſque vicinio ad diſtantiam viginti Milliarium. 
Inſuper vetamus ſub pœna Suſpenlionis ne te in 
äpoſterum immiſceas diſputationibus de Catholico- 
rum Capella in Urbe Liverpool, vel ſcriptis ve! 
*© ſermonibus, 
Datum die za. Novembris, anni 1783, 
** In Loco ſolito noſtræ Reſidentiæ. 
«© MaTTH us COMANEN: V. A.“ 


A Literal Tranſlation of the Latin Suſpenſion, 
Reverend Mr. Raymund Harris. 

We do exhort, and earneſtly beſecch, you, 
immediately to repair to the little Village, com- 
monly called Ugthorpe, fituated near the Town ot 
Whitby in the County of York, and cultivate that 
part of the Lord's Vineyard to the beſt of your 
** abllities, In as much however, as, for a long 
time patt, great infamy, and highly diſgraceful to 
ce the character of a Prieſt, has been deeply attached 
eto your name, becauſe in the opinion of many, 
** who judge rightly of things, you are ſuppoſed to 
„be the author, the aider, and fervent inſtigator of 
e thoſe diſturbances and diſſenſions, which have 
«« vehemently inflamed the minds of the Faithful to 
« hatred and enmities, not without ſpreading the 
«« oreateſt diſgrace to our Religion beyond the limits 
* of this Kingdom, compelled by the duties of our 
office, We prohibit you under pain of Suſpenſion 


« Divixis, 


14 


* 
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A Divinis, to be incurred i3/o fade, to celebrate 
Ms, from this day forward, or to exerciſe any 
„ parochial fanction in any part of this Diftri& 
without the expreſs permiſſion of the Apoſtolic 
«« Vicar, except in the aforeſaid little Village of 
„ Ugthorpe and its neighbourhood to the diſtance of 
„ twenty miles. Moreover, we forbid you, under 
pain of Suſpenſion, ever to meddle for the future 
in the diſputes concerning the Chapel of the 
*© Catholics in the Town of Liverpool, either by 
© writing or by words, 
Given on the 3d. day of November of the year 1783. 
in the Ordinary Place of our Reſidence. 

« MaTTHEw of Comana, Ap. Vicar.” 

The moſt obvious obſervations, that have occurred 
to us iu peruſing the above, are the following. 

1. The Biſhop had been ſo frequently taxed 
with firetching his prerogative and interfering in 
Temporals, that he now uſes the language of a 
Zuppliant in requeſting Mr. Harris to quit the 
Town, without any poſitive injunction or command. 


2. However laſting, great, or diſeraceful might 
be the infamy ſaid to be ſo deeply inherent to the 
ſacerdotal character of Mr. Harris; yet he is declared 
by his Lordſhip a fit Labourer worthy to cultivate 
ſome part of the Lord's Vineyard. Whence it 


appears, that his infamy was not perſonal but local. 


3. The infamy ſaid to be ſo deeply attached to 
Mr. Harris's name is grounded, according to his 
Lordſhip's own words, on a mere ſuppoſition of him 
being, in the opinion of ſome perſons, the author, 
aider, and promoter of thoſe diſturbances and diſ- 
ſenſions, which have vehemently inflamed the minds 
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of the faithful to hatred and enmities. The ſimilarity 
between theſe allegations and thoſe ſlanderous 
reports, mentioned in page 391 circulated through 
the Town, that Mr. Harris had been perſonally 
concerned in aiding and exhorting people to act: 
of violence and ſedition in the Chapel, while he 
was "abſent from the Town, is an evident proof 0. 
the indiſcriminate facility with which his Lord ihip 
believed every official information again! him.— 
In this oficial line even the mere opinion of tome 
perſons is deemed by his Lordſhip an infallible 
proof: but the moſt demonſtrative proofs ox! of that 
line muſt be rejected without diſtinction. Witne!s 
the repeated informations ſent to his Lordſhip 
concerning the very violent meaſures and ſeditious 
ſpeeches of Meſſrs M Donald and Kennedy, which, 
in the opinion of every friend to religion and 
truth, have been the very ſource of the preſent 
diſturbances and diſſenſions, and have wehemently 
inflamed ihe minds of the faithful to hatred and 
enmities, to the irreparable diſgrace of cur Religion 
beyond the limits of this Kingdom. 

4. Upon a mere ſuppoſition, that Mr. Harris had 
meddled in the diſputes concerning the Chapel, 
either by writing or by words, that is, upon a 
ſuppoſition which had never been proved, he is 
forbidden by his Lordſhip to meddle either way, 
under pain of Suſpenſion: yet, it being not a 
bare ſuppoſition, but a real and notorious fact, 
well known to his Lordſhip, that Meſſrs M*Do- 
nald and Kennedy had even polluted the Houſe 
of God; with unchriftian declamations on account 
of thoſe diſputes, and that Mr. M*Donald had, 


on the ſame account, pabliſhed the moſt infamous 
productions, 


0 TH PUB LIT. 397 


productions, that ever diſgraced the print, they 
were both ſuffered to proceed with impunity without 
controul ! 


Soon after Mr. Harris had been ſerved with the 
above Suſpenſion, he wrote the following Letter 
to the Biſhop, which his Lordſhip did not vouchſaſe 
to favour with an anſwer, | 


Copy cf a Letter from Mr. Harris to very Rev. 
Mr. Gibſon, 
«© My Lord. 

© On the 12th, Infant, the Rev. Mr. Chadwick, 
accompanied by the Rev. Mr. Fiſher, brought me 
% your Lordſhip's laſt Suſpenſion (*), to which I 
immediately ſubmitted, as 1 did before to the 
„ former 


(*) It may perhaps appear ſtrange to the Reader, that the 
buſy Vicar of Gill-moſs was not employed by his Lordihip upon 
this important occaſion. The reaſon of ſo material a change is 
but lately come to our knowledge, It appears from a letter of a 
very recent date in the Biſhop's hand- writing, that his Lordihip 
was afraid of endangering fo valuable a life; for, iays he, The 
Vicar's life is threatened fer diſcharging bis duty. Wha conveyed 
this ſlanderous intelligence to the Biſhop, is not very dim̃cult to 

determine, from the circumſtance of the ſame being fo eafily 
credited: but the threatened Vicar's unmoleſted and daily viſits to 
Liverpool, are, in our opinion, a ſelf condemning reſutacion of the 
Nanderous forgery, or of any reality of fear. 


It is alſo very ſtrange, that though Mr, Harris was appointed to 
the incumbency of Lydiate, as a Chaplain to Mr, Blundell, the 
Biſhop proceeded to diſplace him without fo much as acquainting 
Mr. Blundell with his intention. Common civility feemed to re- 
quire, in our opinion, that Mr. Blundell ſhould have previous 
notice, that he might provide another for the place :---but civility 
has nut been for ſome time paſt the diſtinguiſhing chu acteriſtic of 
his Lordſhip's treatment of Mr. Blundell of ance, 
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former ones, without enquiring into the merits 
of the ſentence.—Soon after Mr. Chadwick 
expreſſed a deſire to know my determination re- 
ſpecting my removal to Ugthorpe, to which 1 
am exhorted by your Lordſhip.— As the queſtion 
required ſome deliberation, and he did not ſignify 
to me, that he had your orders for making that 
enquiry, I begged he would give me leave to 
acquaint you by letter with what J thought on 
tne ſubject ; though the contents of my laſt to 
your Lordſhip, to which I muſt beg leave to 
refer mylelf, ſeem almoſt to render unneceſſary 
any further explanation on this head. This, 
however, I muſt add, that the arguments, I 
then uſed, have acquired, by this laſt Suſpenſion, 
an additional force and power, ſufficient to diſ- 
ſuade me from adopting a meaſure, which, in my 
preſent ſituation, muſt inevitably blait my cha- 
racer for ever, and deprive me of every proſpect 


of ſucceſs in the exerciſe of Miſſionary functions. 


A 


* 


f I cannot ſcreen my character from public in- 
ſults, or ſecure ſucceſs in the practice of my pro- 
feſſional functions in a ſtrange place, by means 
more honourable than changing my name (as pro- 
poſed to me at the time I received your laſt Suſ- 
penſion (Y, I am determined never to perform any 
as long as I live. -I am, my Lord, 
With due regard and deference, 

« Your Lordſhip's moſt obedient and moſt humble 
«© Servant, 

© RAYMUND HARRIS.“ 
“ Liverpool, November 24, 1783.“ 


(I) This inſulting propoſal was made to Mr. Harris by one of 


the above two Rev. Gentlemen: but no reaſon was ever aſſigned, 
wiy 
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The letter, to which Mr. Harris refered himſelf 
in the above, was written to his Lordſhip on the gth. 
of April, 17583, in conſequence of the ſecond Suſ— 
penſion, There Mr, Harris declared, “ that he had 
carefully weighed every part of his Lordſhip's 
« prohibitory orders, which, however contrary to 
his expectations {grounded on the Biſhop's premije, 
*« that be woutd reſtore him to the full exercije of” his 
d functicus he had immediately ſubmitted to, and 
* ſhould literally fulil, not only without murmur 
* or complaint, but with reverence and ſubmiſſion 
* to that /prrituaal power, which he was bound to 
e acknowledge in his Lordſhip and to obey.” 


After this ſubmiſſive declaration, which he realized 
in his ſubſequent deportment by forbearing the ex- 
erciſe of all his functions with the molt ſcrupulous 
adherence to che limitations preſcribed in the formule 
of Suſpenſion, ** he humbly begged permiſſion to 
lay before his Lordihip the circumſtances of his 
e ſituation.— My character, aid he, is deurer to me 
ce than my life; and without a fair one, it would be 
«« raſh preſumption in me to undertake tne govern— 
ment of any other Congregation, where the report 
of repeated Suſpenſions has been circulated to my 
© diſgrace, Where can I go, my Lord, without 
being expoſed to perſonal inſults? What friends 
* can I there appeal to in vindication of my cha- 
te rater? Who ſhall reſcue me from taunts and 
© invectives, 

incident 


why Mr. Harris ſhould change his name. It is readily granted, 
that ſuch a degrading change would be a complete juſtification of 
the conduct of his enemies, and the beſt apology they could make 
themſelves for the treatment be has received fre then 


which the moſt trivial unfavourable. 
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incident muſt inevitably call forth?, And wha: 
*c proſpect can I have of doing any laſting ſervice in 
*« my profeiional line being thus circumſtanced 
* among ſtrangers ??? 


Theſe powerful arguments were cloſed by Mr, 
Harris with the following entreaty to his Lordſhip ; 
Viz. ©* that he would not refuſe to indulge him with 
© ſuch an honourable written atteſtation of his cha- 
© rafter, as would guarantee him from perſonal 
© jnfults, and enable him, wherever his deſtination 
© might be, to exerciſe his miflionary powers both 
„with credit to Religion and advantage to his 
„ neighbours.” 


We have ſtudiouſly placed the contents of this 
etter after the Third Suſpenſion, becauſe the Biſhop's 
anſwer to it, written between that and the Second, 
is ſo intimately connected with both, and even with 
the firſt, as well as every other ſtage of his Lordſhip's 
preceding conduct, that we cannot cloſe this Ar- 
PEAL with a more authentic ſanction to ſome of 
the leading principles of our Original deſign.— 
The very fingular tenour of the letter, we are going 
to produce, 1s of that intereſting nature, that we 
purpoſe to illuſtrate it with a few marginal notes, 
and ſome ſubſequent remarks.— The following is an 
exact 

Copy of the Biſhop's Anſwer to Mr. Harris. 
«« Dear Sir. 

Though I have ſcarce leiſure to take up my 
„ pen, I cannot Cefer for one moment, ex- 
„ preſſing the very ſingular ſatis faction, which your 
« lines of the gta, Inſtant afforded me. This 


ec vittory over yourſelf, and the very great propriety 
«c of 
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« of your behaviour on a late occaſion (“), will 
do you the greateſt honour, and procure you the 
„ eſteem of every friend to virtue, and to thoſe 
«« qualifications, which ought to diſtinguiſh the 
„character of one who is appointed a Guide in 
e the way of Salvation ($). | 


«© It is unneceſſary to aſſure you once more, that 7 
J took the ſtep with the utmoſt reluctance. My 4 
character had long ſuffered on acconnt of my le- 
e nity and indulgence to you, dictated partly by 
« my natural inclination, partly by a view to peace g 
4e and harmony (1), which I ardently wiſhed to fee | 
«« re-eſtabliſhed under you and Mr. Williams: in 
** which ſuppoſition, I certainly never would have 

offered 


(*) Viz. at the time of him being ſuſpended ; when according 
to the Biſhop's repeated promiſes, he expected to be reſtored 
to the full exciſe of his functions. 


(S$) Here we find Mr. Harris entitled to the eſteem of 
every friend to virtue, and declared by his Lordſhip to be poſſeſſed 
of thoſe qualincations, which ought to diſtinguiſh the Character 
of one, who is appointed a Guide in the {way of Salvation : f 
and yet, notwithſtanding ſo many valuable endowments, ſuſſicient 6 
to conſtitute a Saint, we find him diſgracefully ſuſpended from 
being a Guide in the way of Salvation! 


(1) This alludes to the Biſhop having partially reſtored Mr, N 
Harris in conſequence of the Preſton Agreement ſigned by his 10 
Lordſhip : but we can ſee no extraordinary degree of indulgence and id 
lenity in thus partially reſtoring Mr. Harris, when, by the Biſhop's 
own declaration to Mr. Emmott, as mentioned before, the Canons i 
of the Church required, that be ſhould be totally reſtored to bis | 
former ſtation in Liverpool. 
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offered ſuch violence, either to my own feelings, 
* or to yours, as 1 have been neceſſitated to do (4). 


But I flatter myſelf, that you will employ thoſe 
e talents, with which God has bleſſed you, in cul- 
„ tivating ſome other part of his Vineyard: that 
you will ever remember what is due to your cha- 
« racter (+). 

If you prefer any other Diſtrict, I will not only 
e give you a written atteſtation of your qualificati- 
ons, but write to any Biſhop in England to pro- 
vide for you, if he can, an agrecable place (|). 
f your inclination lead you to remain in this, 
«© you ſhall be maintained till a place can be offered 
«« you, and in whatever part you may be, no en- 
*« couragement ſhall be wanting on my part: let 
me know your directions, when you leave Liver- 


«« pool, 
cc It 


(&) It has been before demonſtrated, and the Biſhop had the 
fulieſt aſſurances at the time he ſuſpended Mr. Harris, that peace 
and harmony were effectually re-eſtabliſhed under him and Mr. 
Williams: it was therefore in that ſuppoſition, that he ſuſpended 
him, contrary to his preſent declaration. 


(+) Mr. Harris being deſired by the Biſhop in ſo particular a 
manner 79 cultivate another part of the Fineyard, is an inconfuta- 
ble proof, that his Lordſhip's ſuſpenſion was not in conſequence 
of any perſonal crime in Mr. Harris, which meſt have equally 
affected him in ary fart of the Vineyard, 


(11) Here is another demonſtcative proof of Mr. Harris's 
perſonal innocence, beyond the power of ſophiſtry to confute,--- 
He had in his letter to the Biſhop requeited an honourable 
written attefation of kis character; and his Lordſhip promiſes 
to give it him without reſtriction: and as a further teſtimony 
of his gcod opinion of Mr. Harris, though actually ſuſpended 
a ſecond 
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It will appear very edifying, if you remain there 

no longer than neceſſary to ſettle your affairs (+). 

© Excuſe very great haite, and believe me, with the 
© moit unſeię -ned withes of happineſs, 


** 


*« Your very ſincere friend and humble Servant, 


c M. GIBSON.“ 

© Headlam, 16th. ct April, 178 
It would be needleſs to point out to the Reader, 
who las attentively peruſed the merginal obſer- 
vations on this Letter, the ſelf condemning tendency 
of every part of its contents. In effect, had any 
of Mr. Harris's friends ſtood in need of an impartial 
teſtimonial of his character and conduct, in order 
to fx their judgements, or to juſtify their proceedings 
in his defence, they neither could have wiſhed for 
a more compleat panegyrie of his religious accom- 
pliſhments, nor indeed from a Leon lefs ſuſpected 
of the leaſt tincture of partiality for him.-And 
yet, the above panegyric was but a mere fbaxche, 
or a rough draught, of what he intended to do in 
juſtification of Mr, Harris's character: for he pro- 
miſcd 


a ſecond time, unſolicited, he offers to recemmend bim to any 

Biſhop in England to provide for bim, not any place wiatever 
without diſtinction, but an agrecable onc, as a reward of merit 
and virtue.- Will any of Mr. Harris's enemies own, that 
the Biſkop would ſo far betray his Conſcience and the duties 
of his Office, as to offer to recommend him to any other Biſhop 
in England, if he had ſuivended him for any per/oral crime, 
of which he knew him to be guilty ? 


(+) This laſt clauſe needs no comment: it exhibits in the 
fulleſt light the GRAND OBJEcT, and the main Spring 01 
the ſyſtematic operations related in tae ſeries of this Appeal ; 


; ant 
Viz the Removal of Mr. Harris from the Town of Liverpool. 
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miſed to give him, as ſoon as he could learn his 
directions out of the town of Liverpool, a more 
circumſtantial and honourable atteſtation of his 
qualifications, and to recommend him to the particular 
Protection of any Biſhop in England, as a perſon 
Juſtly entitled to their eſpecial favour and attention, 
and pofſe/ed of tho/e qualifications, which cugbt 10 
arftinguiſh the character of one, who is appointed a 
th Guide in the way of ſalvation. 

With this further obſervation we ſhall now con- 
clude this ſubject, and cloſe the preſent APPEAI.— 
The above ſurpriling Letter, ſo reflecting on the 
conduct of Mr. Harris's enemies, cannot be ſaid 
to have been extorted from his Lordſhip, by cozen- 
age, ſarpriſe, or deception. Mr. Harris himſelf, 
apparently the moſt improper perſon for the taſk, 
while yet Jabouring under the double diſgrace of 
two Suſpenſions, applied to the very Biſhop, who 
x: had ſuſpendce him, for an honourable written at- 
teſtation of his character. By this application the 
Biſhop was put to the teſt, whether he thought, in 
his conſcience, that he really deſeryced it.— Had his 
Lordſhip judged in his conſcience, that Mr. Harris 
was undeſerving of an honourable atteſtation (and 
he muſt undoubtedly have been fo, had his Lord- 
ſhip's former criminations againit him been true), he 
would have been, bound in conſcience to refuſe, and 
would have had the molt favourable opportunity of 
refuſing, Mr. Harris's requelt, by ſignify ing to him, 
that, till he could clear himſelf from the imputations 
he laboured under, he could not in juſtice gratify 
his entreaty, But ſo far was the Biihop from diſ- 
puting the juſtice of Mr. Harris's requeſt, and wo 

Ju 
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juſt right to an honourable atteſtation of his injured 
character, that, without g it for one moment, to 
uſe his own words, without the leaſt heſitation, and 
almoſt by the return of the Poſt, he ſent him the 
above valuable teſtimonial of his religious endow. 
ments, promiſed to ſend him a more circumſtantial 
atteſtation of his qualifications, and offered ſponta- 
neouſly to recommend him in the warmeſt manner 


to the eſpecial protection of any Biſhop in this 
Kingdom. 


It would be a groſs inſult to the dulleſt capacity to 
attempt a further conviction of the palpable and 
ſelf-condemning contrariety, ſubſiſling between the 
above letter and the foregoing tranſactions relative to 
the treatment of Mr. IIarris and his friends, during 
the whole proceſs of this long and unhappy Conteſt. 
We ſhall therefore leave the Reader to judge for 
himſelf, and draw his conclufions from this inex- 
hauſtible ſource of reflections, with which we now 
cloſe our Narrative. 


Thus far, as far indeed as the limits of the preſent 
undecided CoxnTEsT have extended, we have led 
the impartial PusB),1c through a long, dark, fand 
intricate Labyrinth of ſuch tranſactions, as will ſcarce 
be parallelled in the Ax x ALS of the CHRISTIAN 
CHuRCu: tranſactions, ſo clouded with the noxious 
ſhades of deliberate miſrepreientions and falſehoods, 
ſlander and calumny, defamation and contumely 
of near five years uninterrupted continuance, that 
TruTH and INNOCENCE have almoſt ſunk under 
the oppreſſive Tyranny of PREJUDicE and PART Y- 
RAGE. How far we may have ſucceeded in our 
VixpicaTion of the injured rights of both, is 


Now 
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now left to the deciſion of that unbiaſſed Ju DR, 


to whom we have APPEALED from the unjuſt verdict 
of a miſinformed and partial Jux. The very 


uniſual ſilence of a factious OpPOSSMTIOxN, notwith- 
ſtan ding the many weekly provocations given during 
the ſucceſhve publication of this ArPeaL, and 
the free acceſs once before granted, and now 
proffered again, to every Original Inſtrument, 
Document, or Paper, occafionally quoted in every 
part of its contents, will, we trutt, convince the 
PuBLi1c, that every ſtroke of our Pen in the Preſent 
Narrative has the Sanction of the ſtricteſt Ca x Doux 
and TRUTH. 
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Rev. MR. GIBSON's LETTERS, &c. 


On THE SUB1iECT oF THE FOREGOING APPEa:., 


HEN we $rſt announced this ArrENDIX to 

the Public, it was our deſign to have pre— 1 

ſented the Reader with a complete ExTRacT N 

of ſuch parts of the very Rev. Mr. Gibſon's Letters f 9 
on the Subject of our unhappy Differences, as ſeem 
reſpeQively to claſh one with another, and in which, 
by a mutual collifion of expreſſion and ſenſe, both 
ſenſe and expreſſion are frequently loſt, or irrecon- 
cilably disjointed. The Original Deſign has been 
partly executed in the ſeries of the foregoing APPEAL 
To THE PUBLIC; in which the Reader muſt have 
obſerved, that we have often animadverted on the 
viſible contrariety of ſuch particular paſſages of the 
Biſhop's LETTERS, as ſeem now to claim a place 
in the preſent AryenNDIX. But ſenſible, that an 
unneceſſary repetition of circumitances can neither 
add ſtrength to the evidence of former arguments, 


— * 


nor 
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nor afford any additional ſatisfaction to the Reader, 
we have thought it neceſſary to Contract the Origi- 
nal Deſign, by reducing the intended ExTracr to 
a few principal heads, with ſuch reſpective references 
to the different parts of our APPEAL, as the ſubject 
may require, 

The Reader muſt not expect to find in the preſent 
APPENDIX a very methodical Series of Obſervations 
on the Biſhop's Letters. The unconnected nature 
of [the different ſubjects, mentioned in ſome of the 
principal paſlages we have extracted from his Letters, 
admits of no ſuch arrangement: neither is it neceſſary 
to anſwer our deſign, that they ſhould be ranged 
with any ſtrict regularity of order. A Coura- 
RATIVE View of the Biſhop's Letters, that is, 
of ſuch paſſages in his Letters, as are diametrically 
oppoſite to each other, requires nothing more than 
clearneſs and preciſion : we ſhall pay due attention 
to both theſe requiſites in the folfowing deſultory 
Numbers. 


| 


THe Biſhop in a Letter to Mr. Blundell of Ince, 
dated Nov. 17th, 1781, writes thus.—“ I don't 
c mean directly to interfere in the Temporals belong- 
* ing to Meſſrs Harris and Williams”. 

Again in a Letter to the ſame, dated January 
24th, 1782 :—* I ever laid it down, as an invariable 
« principle, not to interfere in their Temporal con- 
* cerns, in any other ſhape, than by inſiſting upon 
their terminating their debates, Unwilling, 


therefore, upon this principle, of delicacy to 


determine 
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„determine by my own authority, whether three of 
ce their Brethren, or their friends at Liverpool, ſhould 
« ſettle their accounts, I directed Mr. Molyneux 
«« to collect the gencral ſenſe of his Brethren, reſolved 
„to make Mefirs Williams and Harris to abide 
es Oh 

Again: in a Letter to the ſame, dated Febr. gth, 
1782 :—**From the beginning I laid it down, as a 
xt and invariable principle, not to interfere in 
their temporal concerns, For acting thus I had 
*« reaſons of the greateſt weight and importance. 
„This maxim ] learned from my Predeceſſor, whoſe 
memory l venerate. I find the ſame adopted by 
„ himſelf in his Letters to you, as quoted in the 
** Addreſs (“). JF rhey (viz. Meſſrs Harris and 
% Willams) gi not agree about their monty matters, 
cannot be of ſervice ta them; for I meddle not in 
© their temporals. I abſolutely diſclaim all interference 
nu their temporalities. I have anxiouſly ſtudied 
to adhere both to the letter and to the ſpirit of 
this aſſertion. Could I then, confifently with this 
© determination, enter into a minute diſcuſſion of 
the riſe and propreis, &c, of their diſpute ? 
Or, if I did, could J 44, in conſequence of it, 
« without incurring the imputation of interfering 
„ in their temporalities?“ | 

In fine, in a letter to the Rev. Mr. Sewall, dated 
April 6th, 1782, he ſays thus: Being determined 
«© not to interfere in the Temporalities, I ordered 
« the two Parties at variance (Meſſrs Williams and 
Harris) to ſubmit to the general ſenſe of their 
« Brethren”, 


S Theſe 


* See Appea!, page 129, 
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Theſe repeated and ſtrong aſſeverations ſeem to 
ſpeak the language of a Perſon, determined at al! 
events, for reaſens of the greateſt weight and imper- 
fance, never to interfere in the determination of 
Temporal matters.—But what can we think of the 
{ame Perſon, notwithſtanding thoſe reaſons of the 
greateſt weight and importance, both acting, and 
expreſling himſelf in the following words, diametri- 
cally oppoſite to his pretended fixt and invariable _ 
principle of conduct, never to interfere in temporal 
concerns ?—In eſtect, 


In a Letter to Mr. Harris, dated Nov. 14, 1781. 
the Biſhop ſays— I order you under pain of Suſ- 
% penſion from exerciſing any paſtoral funAion, to 
« ſignify, within the ſpace of five days after the 
© receipt & this, to Mr. Emmott your Vicar, your 
«© readineſs to ſubmit the ſettling of your Accounts 
© in diſpute to Meſſrs Sewall, Dunn, and a third 
4e Arbitrator, to be appointed by Meſirs Emmott, 
„ Sewall, and Dunn; and that you put no obſtacle 
«© to the execution of the above Plan,” 

Again in a Letter to Mr. Blundell of Ince, dated 
December 1, 1781—** J molt certainly ſhall deem it 
e incumbent upon me, to enforce my orders (about 
% temporal matters), by Suſpenſion, in caſe he (Mr. 
6 Harris) continues obſtinate. And unleſs he 
© jntimates in a very ſhort time his readineſs to obe; 
ce (the above orders about money matters), though it 
ec will be painful to me, I ſhall moſt certainly, purſu- 
cc ant to the ditates of my conſcience, withdraw his 
6 Faculties“. 

Thirdly: in a Letter to Mr. Harris, dated Octo- 
ber 29, 1782——* I moreover forbid you, under 


t pain of Suſpenſion a Divinis to be incurred ipſo 
ä | c facto, 


25 * ” : 
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facto, to ſay M—ſs in Liverpool or within twent | 
„miles of the ſaid Town, after the firſt day cf ij 
December next, if all Diſputes relative to Temporal bY 1 
© matters betwixt you and Meſſrs. Clifton (4) and 
Williams are not ſettled by that time”. 

Laſtly, in a letter from Mr. Emmott (then the Bi- 
ſhop's Vicar) to Mr. Harris, dated July 24, 1782. df! 
Lou cannot forget, that you was ſuſpended for not | 


** ſubmitting your Accounts, left unſettled, to the 4 
„ three Arbitrators??. | | 


From theſe unqueſtionable teſtimonies it evidently 
appears to common ſenſe, that Mr. Harris's Suſ- 
penſion was entirely owing to the Biſhop's interfering 
in his temporal concerns, notwithſtanding he di 
claimed all interference in the ſame : notwithſtanding 
be had anxiouſly ſtudied to adhere both to the letter and 
ta the ſpirit of his predecefſor's declaration of abſolutely 
diſclaiming all interference in Temporals : notwith- 
ſtanding he had laid it down from the beginning, as a 
fixt and invariable principle not to interfere in Mr. 
Harris's temporal concerns, 

It is true, the Biſhop declares, that Being deter- 
mined not to interfere in the temporalities, he ordered the 
tauo parties at variance to ſubmit to the general ſenſe of 
their Brethren. But beſide this general ſenſe was 
never collected in fact, as has been demonſtrated in 
the Appeal, in what were they to ſubmit to this pre- 
tended general ſenſe? Doubtleſs, in their tempora- 
lities. But where is the diſparity between laying 

9 2 an 
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(S) The Reader, who has peruſed the 3d number of this 
Appeal, page 251, and the 4th. in page 252, needs no further - 1 
aſſiſtance to ſee the ſelf-condemning contrariety of this moſt ſingu- 1 
lar declaration. | 
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an inj unction on two parties at variance to ſubmit 
their temporalities to any ſet of men under a . 
penalty, as the Biſhop declares he certainly did, and 
interfering in the tem poralities of the two contending 
parties? It 15. certainly acting in their temporalitic: 
by way of command; than which no act of Lond por] 
interference can be greater. For any onę to pretend, 
that he does not interfere directly in ſuch a thing, 
ecauſe he does not appear as the oſtenſible perſon in 
the execution of it, which yet he poſitively orders to 
be done, and enforces his command wit't a heavy 
penalty, is a mere evaſion indecd ! — Thus did the 
Biſhop from the beginning lay i: down as a fixc and 
invariable principle, not to interfere in their temporal! 
concerns! Thus did he diſclaim all interference in 
the ſame! And thus did he anxioufly CuCy to adhere 
both to the letter and to the ſpirit of his Predeceſſor': 
declaration |! 


þ 0B) 


II. 
The Biſhop in a Letter to Mr. Bluadell, dated 
Jan. 24, 1782, lays —** This affalr (viz. the ſettling of 
ce tne Accounts) is hetwixt them and the Conorega- 
« tion at Liverpool. Had I prefered their fr iends at 
„ Liverpool, would there not have been reaſon to 
« have impeacked me of interference in their tem- 
te poralities?“ 
Vet in a Letter to the Truſtees, dated June 25, 
1782, he makes the following declaration: —“ In 
« fact, this Affair (viz, the ſettling of the Accounts) 
ce is entirely between the Incumbents and myſelf: 
te and had I (as moſt in my ſituation would have 
* done, and as I have been repeatedly adviſed. to do) 
«© confined myſelf to that ſphere, immenſe trouble and 
© yneaſineſs would have been ſpared,” 


Here 
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Here we muſt beg leave to obſerve in the firſt 
place, that if the Affair was in fact betwixt them (viz. 
4 79 e , and the Congregation at Liverpool, 
why were the ſentiments of the Brethren alone to be 
conſulted, and not thoſe of the Congregation at Li- 
verpool? zdly : if the affair was betwixt them (viz. 
the Incumbents) and the Congregation, why was not 
the Congregation to interfere in the determination 
cf the Difference? And why did the Biſhop and the 
Brethren uſurp to themſelves the Congregation's 
right? 3dly; if the Affair was entirely betwixt the 
Incumbents and the Biſhop only, why did not the 
5 op hear both the Incumbents, and determine the 

> himſelf? Why did the Brethren determine it? 
74 = if by the Biſhop prefering the Incumbents 
friends at Liverpool in ſettling a temporal matter, 
though conformably to the Award, there would have 
been reaſon to have impeached his Lordſhip of inter- 
ference in their temporalities ; is there not the ſame 
reaion for impeaching him of interference in theit 
temporalities in conſequence of having prefered the 
Brethicen 1 in ſettling the ſame temporal concerns, in 
which, by his Lordſhip's own decleration, the Con- 
gregation had, at leaſt, an equal right with them? 


The Brethren, however, and they only, conſtituted 
the Rule of the Biſhop's conduct: this we are told by 
his Lordſhip in formal words in a letter to Mr. Blun- 
dell of Ince, dated Jan. 24, 1782: in which he ſays: 
The general ſentiments of the Brethren in this 
«« caſe conſtituted my rule: how far they: determined 
© properly, I am not concerned ;” and yet their de- 
termination proper or 1mproper (that is, right or 
vrong, Jad or unjuſt,) was ſtrictly to be adhered to 
under pain of ſaſpenßon! 


8 3 III. 
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III, 

The Biſhop, in a Letter to Mr. Blundell, dated 
January 24, 1782, writes thus :—** It is unqueſtion- 
** ably in Mr. Harris's breaſt to give up his claim t- 
his ſhare of arreats: if he will ſettle that point 
with Mr. Emmott to prevent any future diſpute on 


that head, &c. I ſha!l, upon tokens of ſubmiſſion, 
*« reſtore his miſſionary powers.“ 


But when in anſwer to his Lordſhip's Letter, Mr. 
Blundell engaged March 27th. 1782, that Mr. Harris 
ſhould not only give up his claim to his ſhare of the 
arrears, but make every reaſonable ſubmiſton, the 
Biſhop diſdainfully refuſed to acknowledge Mr. 
Blundell's letter, and took no notice of the offer. 


And when Mr. Harris himſelf wrote to his Lord- 
ſip June 17, 1782, declaring “ his readineñ to 
comply, and give Mr. Williams, under his own 
* hand, a total and formal renunciation of all ar- 
% rears, of all claims and demands upon him,” he 
had no better anſwer from his Lordſhip, than the 
following evaſive quibble, dated July 14, 1782.— 
«I hope, you will not perſevere to object to the 
mode at firſt propoſed: viz. ſubmitting the ac- 
counts to the three Arbitrators; as I have reaſon 
«to believe your offer will be objeQed to.“ 

Again, in a letter, dated July 24, 1782.— 
In mine of 24th. January, I expreſsly ſay, I be 
*:(Mr. Harris) will ſettle that point with Mr. Em- 
* mott.—As long as Mr. Emmott objects to it, &c. 
J hope you will acquieſce to what was firſt required 
«« of you.“ In fine, in a letter from Mr. Emmott to 
Mr. Harris, in the Biſhop's name, dated July 20, 
1782 ; The laft poſt brought me a letter from the 
«« Biſhop, by which I am ordered to let you 3 

f „% tha 
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'* that your propoſal of ſettling the accounts, by 
e giving up the arrears, cannot be admitted; but 
© you are deſired to ſubmit them to the arbitrators, 
« as was fir{t propoſed by his Lordſhip.” Who but 
muſt perceive at the firſt ſight the puerility of the 
evaſive expedient? The Biſhop acquaints Mr. Har- 
ris, that the only reaſon for rejecting his propoſal 1s 
Mr. Emmott's abjecting to it; and Mr. Emmott in- 
forms Mr. Harris, prior to the Biſhop's declaration, 
that he is ordered by his Lordſhip to acquaint him, 
that his propoſal is not admitted by the Biſhop. 
IV. 

The Biſhop in a letter to Mr. Blundell of Ince, 
dated Nov. 17, 1781, has the following words.— 
«« directed the Arbitrators in the moſt preſſing 
terms to decide by the ſole rules of equity and 
e juſtice between the two parties. My letter on that. 
© occafion, breathed the ſpirit of the moſt rigid im- 
« partiality, III Mr. Harris imputes a diſadvantage- 
us award partly to my influencing letter againſt 
« him, His miſrepreſentation of my Letter induces 
teme to believe he is capable of miſrepreſenting the 
© conduct of his Brethren,” —How far the Biſhop's. 
directions upon the occaſion breathed the ſpirit of the 
moſt rigid impartiality, and how far Mr. Harris had 
miſrepreſented the Biſhop's directive letter, may be. 
caſily conjectured from the two following uninfluencing 
clauſes, which conſtituted the principal part of it : 
From the beſt information I can get (ſaid the Bi- 
© ſhop in that Letter), I find Mr, Harris to be more 
„ blameable than Mr. Williams, and therefore to be 
treated with more (or greater) ſeverity.“ Again: 
«« I am informed, that the Arbitrators, in order to 
«« pacity Mr, Harris, are inclined to make ſome con- 

S 4 c ceſſions 
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„ ceflions to him, which are unreaſonable: but 
„have too good an opinion of Meflrs. Sewall, Dunn, 
and Brewer's conſciences, to think, they will act 
„% upon ſuch principle or fear of offending.” — Whe- 
ther theſe pointed directions, eſpecially after having 
conſtantly refuſed every information from Mr. Harris 
and his friends, were dictated by the ſole rules of 
equity and juſtice, and breathed the ſpirit of the muſt 
rigid impartiality, let the impartial Reader judge. 

V. 

The Biſhop, in a Letter to Mr. Blundell, dated Feb. 
9th. 1782, writes thus ;—** Beſides AUDI ALTERAH 
** PARTEM (bear the other fide) is a Maxim I obſerve 
4 in all debates. Now, in order to convince Mr. 
Harris and his friends, that he obſerved the Maxim 
with the moſt religious ſcrupuloſity, no ſooner he re— 
ceived Mr. Harris's written juſtification of his con- 
duct, bat diſdainfully refuſed to peruſe it, and re- 
turned it unopened, in a letter of the 14th. of No- 
vember, 1781, embelliſhed with the following Poſt- 
cript, I have not read the inclaſed. 

Again: after having taken unwearied pains to 
acquire every partial information favourable to Mr. 
Williams's pretenſions, as appears from the letter 
quoted in the preceding Number, and two ſubſequent 
ones, inſerted in page 71 and page 98, he furniſhed 
Mr. Harris, in his letter of the 14th. October, 1780, 
with the following demonſtrative proof of his in- 
violable attachment to the Gol br Maxi : 
1 never received a full and explicit information of the 
riſe and progreſs of the differences: NEITHER DO 1 
WISH IT: and in a very ſhort time after, he peremp- 
torily forbade Mr. Harris ever to write to him upon 


the ſubject, declaring he would receive no 1nforma- 
LON 
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tion whatever, but through the channel of Mr. Em- 
mott, who, as proved in the courſe of our Appesl, 
ewas determined be run all hazard to ect the removal of 
Mr. Harris. — Thus did the Biſhop c&/erve the Max- 
1M in all debates ! 

VI. 

The Biſhop, in a Letter to Mr. Blundell, dated 
March 14, 1782, makes the following declaration in 
conſequence of him being apprized, that a circum- 
ſtantial Account of the preſent Conteſt was intended 
to be printed: If any reflections are caſt upon my 
© proceedings or thoſe of Mr. Harris's Brethren, I 
„ ſhall take ſuch meaſures, as will induce his friends 
to wilh it had never made its appearance,” 
Again: in a Letter to Mr. Harris, dated October 29, 
1782; If they (the Truſtees) print either my let- 
ters, or thoſe of any perſon acting officially under 
© me, without the expreſs and written leave of the 
« Author, I ſhall finally diſmiſs you ſrom this Di- 
«« {trict, and take care that you are not employed in 
any other of this Kingdom (*).”? 


Abſtracting now from the ſ{elf-condemning tenden- 
cy of theſe timid menaces, it is worth obſerving, as 
an additional proof of the Biſhop's equitable eon- 
ſiſtency of conduct, that the prohibition to publiſh 
letters, without the expreſs and written leave of the 
Author, extended only to the Truſtees: it ſeems, atleaſt, 
that it did not extend to his Champion Mr. Arch. Who, 
prior tothe Publicaticn of the Appeal, publiſhed in print, 
as mentioned before, without any viſible puniſhment, 
part of his Lordſhip's Letter to the Rev. Mr. Bolas;and 

8 5 a 


(*) See this Letter, the anſwer to it, and the Remarks upon it, 
in page 245, and 249, &c. 
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a whole Letter to his Lordſhip from Mr. Blundell of 
Ince, the latter of which he obtained from the Biſhop, 
and fold it for a penny to perſons of every deſcription. 
Our correſpondent has not been able to diſcover who 
had the benefit of the ſale. 

It is an old obſervation, verified by daily experi- 
ence, that a premature unſolicited Apology 1s a tacit 
acknowledgment of guilt. Upon the ſtrength of this 
principle the printed circulation of Mr. Blundell's 
Letter can be conſidered in no other light but as the 
Biſhop's owe ad and deed. Fain would he exert his 
utmoſt efforts to remove the diſhonourable imputa- 


1 
tion from himſelf, by ordering Mr. M Donald to 


acquaint Mr. Blundell, zhat the publication took place 
evithout the conſent, approbation, or even knewleage of 
his Lordſhip ; fain would he perſuade Mr. Blundell, 
that his Letter came accidentally into the pan of Mn. 
M*<Denald; fain would he diſclaim all penal ccu— 
cern in the above ungenerous tranſaction: the Fact 
ſpeaks for itſelf.— iſt. The Letter, pretended to have 
accidentally come into the poſſeſſion of Mr. M Do- 
nald, was the very Original of Mr. Blundell's Letter, 
which the Biſhop alone had immediately received by 
the Poſt: Mr. M Donald, then, could not have been 
in poſſeſſion of the ſame without the conſent, appro- 
bation, and knowledge of the Biſhop: the Biſhop, 
therefore, notwithſtanding his ſfole;#. proteſtations 
to the contrary, had a per/oral concern in the tranſ- 
ation.,—-2d. Had the publication of the letter taken 
place without the conſent, approbation, or even 
knowledge of the Biſhop, had it been, as aferted by 
the /ub/ervient pen of Mr. Arch. his gun ee alt and 
feed without the concurrence of the Biſtop, it would 

have 
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dae been incumbent on the latter, who declared the 
tranſaction to have been a diſhonourable one, to acquit 
limfelf of the imputation by inflicting on Mr. Archi- 
bald a puniſhment, at leaſt, equal to that, which he 
had before denounced againſt Mr. Harris, in caſe any 
of bis, or his Agents, Letters ere printed by the Truſ- 
tees without the expreſs and written leave of the Autbor. 
But ſince the good Biſhop, inſtead of checking the 
preſumption of his Monattic Hero, ſuffered the cir- 
culation of the Letter to continue for a conſiderable 
time, and never ſhewed the leaſt ſymptom of perſonal 
reſentment againſt the Publiſher of it, we think it our 
duty to father the publication upon himſelf.-In effect, 
were a Gentleman to {uffer iis Agent to remain any 
longerin his ſervice after having publiſhed in print and 
told to every comer without diſtinction a Correſpon- 
dent's private letter, without his conſent, approba- 
tion, or even knowledge, would not the impartial 
world conſider him as the real author of the act. 
How far ſuch a condudt? in a Gentleman (to uſe the 
Biſhop's own words on a former occaſion) can be con- 
/iftent with the principles of henour, needs no comment. 
VII. 

Were it neceſſary to anſwer the deſign of the preſent 
publication to exhibit before the Reader a larger 
collection of ſuch glaring incoherencies, as are every 
where obſervable in the Biſhop's Letters on the 
ſubject of the preſent Conteſt, we might eaſily ac- 
cumulate an incredible number, not only by a tedi- 
ous repetition of thoſe which have been occaſionally 
pointed out in the ſeries of our APPEAL, but by 
analyzing ſeveral other curious Letters, yet unpub- 
Iifhed, which we have judged expedient to keep in 
reſerve, in caſe an Anſwer ſhould ever be attempted 
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either by him or by his friends. But we truſt, that the 
ſpecimen here given is ſufficient to demonſtrate the 
truth of what we advanced in the introduction to this 
APPENDIX: viz, that Many paſlages in the 
«« Biſhop's Letters ſeem reſpectively to claſh one with 
another, and by a mutual colliſion of expreſlion 
« and ſenſe, both ſenſe and expreſſion ere frequently 
« loſt, or ureconcilably disjointed, ?? 


SOME INTERESTING ANECDOTES BY WAY OF 


SUPPLEMENT TO THE APPEAL, 
FIRST ANECBOTE, 


N the laſt Section of our Appeal we gave a very 
1 edifying account of the indefatigable and pious 
zeal of our two new Apoſtles in the exerciſe of their 
miniſterial labours within the sacRED WALLS, which, 
by their inimitable exhortations to the practice of 
every ſocial and chriſtian virtue, ſtrengthened by the 

werful influence of their own example, became the 
ſcene of religious proſtitution, defamation, and ſatyr, 
Jawleſs and ſanguinary tumults. Having thus ſanc- 
tified the faithful within the walls of the Sanctuary, 
and confirmed them in brotherly love and matual 
peace, for it was his daily prayer, ſaid the godly Mr, 
Arch, that the Lord would vouchſafe to reftore peace and 
tranquility once more to the Congregation, as it was his 
"whole fludy to promote it (“); they now thought it a 
duty 


(*) See Mr, McDonald's famous ſpeech from the Altar, 
page 371. 
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duty cifentially incumbent on their Paſtoral charge, 
to effect the further ſanctiſication of piivaie families, 
and even make ew preſtlytes to the Catholic Faith, 
by means perfectly conformable to the canons of the 
Church. With this pious view a Wazkxlr Bal, 
was toon after proclaimed by Mr. Arch; 
ſame was to be exhibited at his dw elling houſe, and 
deſigned only for the ſanctification of the company 
and the converſion of the heterodox, perſ:ns of every 
deſcription, as well as of every charadter were indif- 
criminatcly invited to it by the Apoſtolic Monk. A 
circumſtantial deſcription of the two conſecutive Balls 
given on the 12th and 19th of laſt February, would 
take up more time than we are now able to ſpare. 
All we can ſay at preſent is, that they were both 
protracted to the lateſt hour of the morning following 
ro the great {ſcandal of the neighbourhood, both 
ſeaſoned with every ingredient of Bacchanalian mirth, 
and both conducted with that peculiar decorum and 
bienſtance, which has hitherto diſtinguiſned every 
ſtage of Mr. Archibald's deportment in this town. 
The melodious harmony of the Orcheſtra was fre- 
quently intterrupted by the vociferous huzzas of the 
joyous clan, and after every dance, bowls and glaſſes 
gave the ſignal for the next. But though, conſider- 


and as the 


ing the profuſion of liquor, the ſounding harmony of 


the fractured glaſſes, and the mannerly demeanour and 
elegant appearance of the Company, both Balls were 
equally brilliant in the ſtricteſt ſenſe of the word; 
yet, were they not both equally edifying: in this 
reſpect, which was the primary object of the pious 
frolic, the firſt was infinitely exceeded by the ſecond; 
for this, in oppoſition to the firſt, was opened in a 


moſt canonical and becoming manner, and never xs 
the 


422 FP END 1-X; 


the Sacerdotal character ſhine with ſo much luſtre as 
it did upon the occaſion. The two Apoſtolic Monks 
opened the Ball, and 1n the preſence of a numerous 
crowd of ſpectators, who ſurrounded the windows of 
the Aſſembly room, each with his fair DuLcinta, 
one of whom was a female Eccl:fia/tic, performed ſuch 
innocent pretty pranks, as we have every reaſon to 
hope, from a ſubſequent circumſtance, that this new 
mode of evangelization will be attended with the 
happielt effects. OY Quantum diſtamus ab illis, gui 
tempore Autonii extitere Monachis ! ſaid Somebody upon 
a certain occaſion: what he would have ſaid upon 
this, we leave it to the conſideration of the Doctors 
of Sorbonne. 


SECOND ANECDOTE. 

Such ſtrict conſormity of inclinations and wills, 
as ſeemed to ſubſiſt between our two dancing Miſſi- 
onaries, could hardly be ſuppoſed to have been fo 
near an open rupture, as the event has proved 1t 
fince, But intimate as their union might appear, it 
was well known to their friends as well as to their 
adverſaries, that peace did not dwell under their roof. 
War, inteſtine war, was mutually carried on by the 
two Monaſtic Athlets ; and the ſubject of the conteſt 
was, as might be expected, the diviſion of the ſpoils, 
which, in conſequence of their clandeſtine. uſurpation 
of the place, they claimed as their own. Bench- 
money, the original ſource of paſt diſſenſions, became 
now, what will ever be, unleſs regulated according 
to the primitive eſtabliſhment of the Chapel, the 
object of contention, Mac, being the Senior In- 
truder, claimed the whole without the leaſt abate- 
ment; and Kennedy, being a fellow-intruder, claim- 
ed an equal ſhare with his ſturdy brother. This 

pecunlary 


[ 


VV X. 423 
pecuniary debate run to ſuch a piich of animoſity, 
that Mr. Kennedy was eren refuſed admittance 
into the houſe. At lat, his patience being quite 
exhauſted, and unable to bear 022er the daily 
inſults put upon him by his rough antagoniſt, a per- 
ſonal Conflict too!; place on the 2d. de y of April laſt. 
Mr. Kennedy, who had flept out the aight- before, 
repatred to the door of Mr. Archibald's dwelling 
houſe between the hours of ſix and ſeven in the 
morning; and after having ſolicited admittance in the 
_ alarming manner or a conſiderable time, find- 

ng his mighty efforts diſregarded by his brother, he 
— himſelf through the ſtreet-window into the 
houſe. Up he goes immediately into Mr. Archibald's 
room ; and after an infinite profuſion of mutual vi- 
rulence and one: which decency forbids us to 
mention, the debate was at laſt decided by the fift, 


and the THIRD PERSON On earth next to God was, 


to the beſt of our information, violently ſ-ized by the 
collar by his Caring Antagoniſt Mr. Arch. The 
atrociouſneſs of the ſacrilegious attempt, which 
cauſed the immediate Ceparture of the injured Party, 
needs no hyperbole to exaggerate its guilt, Only, 
as the caſe is of an uncommonly criminal nature, we 
beg leave to propoſe a few queſtions to the learned 
Doctor of Sorbonne, purſuant to certain directions 
mentioned in page 378: viz; ©* Onght any one, 
«« after the commiſton of the attrocious deed, either 
«© to eat or drink with Mr. Arch, or out of the ſame 
«« cup? Ought any one to ſleep with him, or lie in the 
« ſame bed after him? Ought any one to cohabit 
« with him, or dwell in the ſame houſe? Ought he 
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*« ta be ſpoken to by any one, or is any one to trade, 
** corretpond, or traffic with him, &c, &c. ? (*) 


Turtrd ANECDOTE, 

We now come to relate an event of the moſt im- 
portant nature, which, though long ſuſpected, we 
durit not, for want of authentic information, inſert it 
in the ſeries of our Appeal. The fact is now indu- 
bitably aſcertained. The Rev. JosE PH EmmoTT of 
GiLi-Moss, once the Right-hand of the very Rev. 
Mr. Gibſon, has often been mentioned in the courſe 
of our Narrative, with the dignined appellation of 
THE REV. Vicar OF GiLL-Mos3. His character, 
we hope, has been ſufficiently exhibited to public 
view, and his intrigues and machinations in foilering 
diſlenſions and feuds, and diſturbing the peace of a 
numerous Congregation, are, we truſt, deſervedly 
hatcd by every friend to Religion and peace. Mr. 
Emmott thea, ts whoſe di/cretion, the Biſhop did once 
declare, he weuld cave Liverpool; Mr. Emmott, once 
the ſole official channel of Epiſcopal intelligence; Mr. 
Einmott, once the fole Arbiter of right and wrong ; 
Mr. Emmott, the chief pillar and ſupport of a tot- 
tering cauſe, and cauſe himſelf of irreparable evils ; 
is no more the man of conſequence, the Biſhop's 

| Organ, 


() This and the foregoing Anecdotes are extracted from a 
larger Work, entitled Tus AcTs of THE NEW SAINTS, &c, 
which is now in great forwardneſs for the preſs : where the Reader 
Will nnd a more circumſtantial relation of the above tranſactions, 
together with an authentic account of St. Archibald's Tete d Tetes 
at the Wigan Aſſemblies, his admirable dexterity in curing De- 
moniacs, &c. St. Sorbonne's Elopement from the City of Bath 
with his faithful Diaceniſſa, their private life and converſation, 
Kc. &c, and the like exemplary tranſactions of ſome of our moſt 
eminent Saints, both in Town and Country. 
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Organ, and his Vicegerent in this or any District. 
He has been finally diſcharged, and diſcharged with 
«grace. The wanton abute, he has fo frequently 
made of his Maſter's confidence to the no ſmall detri- 
ment of his Maſter's repatation, the many fictitious 
informations which have miſcuided the counſels of 
his credulous Maſter, 1 ve at laſt been detected, and 
have brought upon hi this ſmall portion of public 
ſhame. A fucceilor has long ſince been appointed, 
and bimielf deprived of every hope cf ever being 
reſtored to his dariinz Office, The poor DISBANDED 
VICAR, we are weil informed, bears his "misfortune 
with the utmoſt want of reſignation to the will of 
his Eccleſiaſtical Superior: that will, which a few 
months ago, he conſidered as uncontrovtable and 
ſacred ; is now, in his opinion, a capricious will, 
hangeable and ungeady: that implicit obedience to 
the commands of the Bilkop, who, according to his 
former doQrine, was not obliged to diſcloſe the rea- 
ſons of his conduct, admits of conſiderable exceptions 
in his caſes. We agree with him, and ſo muſt every 
body elſe, that his Degradetion is truly diſgraceful in 
every ſenſe of the word; and that his own friends, 
thoſe excepted who have been the accomplices of his 
malepractices and intrigues, muſt now renounce to 
every connexion with him, and corſiicr him as the 
Ring-leader of thoſe violent animoſities and diſſenſi- 
ons, which have torn aſunder the very vitals of 
Religion and public peace: but we think it our duty 
to inform the Public, that the Di*sBAanDED VICAR'S 
pretended claim to innocence by ſedulouſly reporting 
in Town and Country, that the Bithop aſſigns no 
reaſon for thus diſcracefully diſcharging him 7 2his 
critical fituation af public broils of his own creating, 
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is a manifeſt impoſition on public faith. We appeal 
for the truth of our aſſertion both to the very Letter 
of diſcharge, which the Biſhop wrote to him by the 
fame poſt, by which he appointed the Rev. Mr. Mo- 
lyneux of Brinn to ſucceed him in his Office, and to 
that which Mr. Molyneux received from the Biſhop 
upon the occaſion ; wherein the above-mentioned 
reaſons for his diſgraceful degradation are diſtinctly 
ſpecified in the molt explicit terms, 
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Containing an account of the riſe and progreſs 
of the differences till the 13th, day of Decem- 


ber 1782, when a final Agreement took place. 


SECTION 1. The original Regulations of the 
two Incumbents, and the Poor-money 


SECTION 2. The late Biſhop's ſentiments and 
correipondence, with a few remarkable trauſ- 
actions in the progreſs of the Differences 


SECTION 3. A freſh attempt to ſetile the Dif— 
ference by Arbitration, proves as unſucceſſ- 
ful as the formerrrn:: = - = 


SECTION 4. Legal correfpondance prior to 
the filing of a bill in Equity - = + 


SECTION 5. The Bill is filed: the Proſecution 
is diſcontinued : the Difference is left to 
Reference, and an Award is made 
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37 


46 


62 
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SECTION 6. A Recommendatory Clauſe in the 
Award creates freſh diflentions. Mr. Wil- 
liams breaks the Award. Mr. Harris is 
ſuſpended from the exerciſe of his Minifterial 
Functions — — 26 


| SECTION 7. The Cogregation ſends a Petition 
to the Biſhop in behalf of Mr. Harris. Truſ- 
| tees are duly elected for the Temporal manage- 
of the Chapel. Mr. Harris's Goods are diſ- 
trainec under pretence of Rent bcing due for 
his houſe to Mr. Clifton of Lytham 144 


SECTION 8, A Meeting is held by the Friends 
of Mr. Williams to ſubvert the re-eſtabliſh- 
ment of Truſtees, Part of Mr. Harris's ſuſ- 
penſion is taken off = - - - 159 


SECTION 9. Mr. Williams has recourſe to Law 

againſt the Perſons who had attempted to 

| ſecure the poſſeſſion of the Chapel in behalf of 

| the Congregation. 'The proſecution proves 

abortive, The Differences are left to Re- 
fene »» 802 


SzcT10N 10. The Lancaſter Agreement proves 
ineffectual in the final adjuſtment of the differ- 
ences. 'The Truſtees, by appointment, meet 
the Biſhop at Preſton in order to deliberate on 

the Subject, and make an end of the Diſ- 
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SECT1LON 11. After ſeveral meetings, a final 
Agreement is concluded. Mr. Harris re-enters 
tne Chapel, and is promiſed the total reſtora- 


tion of bis former {ſunRions, Animoſiilirs 
tubide, and peace is reſtored 264 
P 


Containing a conciſe account of the riſe and 
progreſs of the new Differences now ſubſiſting 
in the Catholic Congregation of Liverpool 28; 


— 

SECTION 1. Some ſymptoms of freſh com- 
motions are diſcorered. Immediate appli- 
cation is made to the Biſhop to check their 
progreſs; the application is unattended to; 
and a deſtructive Plot is carried on 
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SECTION 2. The deſtructive Plot is concluded. 
Meſſrs Williams and Harris are both ſuſpended 
from exerciſing their functions in Liverpool. 

A ſham Election of Chapel- Wardens takes 
place in oppoſition to the Conſtitutional Truſ- 
tees. TWO Monks take clandeſtine poſſeſſion 

of the Chapel and Houſe adjoining to it 301 


SECTION 3. A ſuccinct Review of the principal 
Publications and Letters, ocaſioned by the 
Intruſion of the Monks 318 


SECTION 4. The violent and mercenary conduct 
of the Monks, and their incendiary ſpeeches, 
both from the Altar and the Pulpit, create 
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new animoſities and feuds, and occafon ſ-vera! 
Riots in the Chapel. The Biſhop ſends a 
threatening Mandate, Freſh Publications ap- 


pear in the public Prints. Mr. Harris is ſuſ- 
pended a third time » - <- 360 


Ax ArrFENDLIXx. Containing a Comparative 
View of the very Rev. Mr. Gibſons's Letters, 
&c. on the Subject of the foregoing Appeal 407 


SOME intereſting Anecdotes, by way of Supple- 
ment to the Appeal. 420 
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